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Facing two ways at once 

Within the space of a mere three days last 
month the Major Government achieved the 
feat of appearing progressively committed 
towards further European integration and at 
the same time resolute in its defence of 
British national freedom and sovereignty. 

In a speech at the Lord Mayor’s Banquet 
at London’s Guildhall on the evening of 
November 11th, Prime Minister John made 
what must have been, to the assembled 
company of bankers, financiers and other 
luminaries of the City establishment, a 
highly satisfying declaration of his belief that 
Britain’s destiny lay in Europe. Utilising the 
customary sporty jargon beloved of the 
Euro-integrationists, he said of the moves 
towards closer union: ‘‘To hold back now 
would leave us in the Continent’s second 
division.” Continued Mr. Major: ‘‘We 
would be isolated from the rising living 
standards that an integrated financial and 
economic system would generate for our 11 
EC partners.” 

Then, as if sensing that a few crumbs had 
to be offered to those nervous about 
increasing immersion in Europe, he went on 


SPEARHEAD 


_ to say that the crunch point would come for 


a decision on economic union, and asserted 
that: - 


‘When that moment comes we shall need 
io weigh carefully the issues raised by a 
single currency on sovereignty and accoun- 
tability against the potential impact on our 
influence and prosperity were we to take a 
different decision from our principal 
competitors.” 


Here, to understand exactly what Mr. 


-Major was getting at, we need to be 
: acquainted with the language of double- 


speak habitual to those who move in the 


=- world of modern power-politics. When our 


Premier spoke of weighing...against..., what 
he really meant was the need for him and 
his confederates to weigh the imperative (to 
them) of integrating the British economic 
and monetary system with that of Europe 
against the possible backlash that this might 
provoke among back-benchers of his own 
party and among the British public as a 
whole. If we needed any confirmation that 
this was what was in the Prime Miunister’s 
mind, he supplied in his next statement, in 
which he said:- 


‘It would be wrong to decide now to join 
a single currency. But it would be equally 
wrong to decide now that under no circum- 
stances will we ever do so. I believe the 
basis of an agreement can be found, but it 
has to be an agreement all 12 nations can 
accept. That will take give and take on all 
sides.” 

Translation: For us to join a single 
currency now would be unaèceptable to the 
British people and even to a not insubstantial 
section within Tory Party politics. But it 
would wrong to decide now that those within 
the country opposed to this could not be 
brought round to accepting it with a bit more 
brainwashing carried out by means of high- 
pressure propaganda. The basis of an agree- 
ment can be found, but it has to be an agree- 
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ment presented in such a manner, and in 
such a climate, that the nation will be so 
stupefied that it will not realise what is 
happening until the noose has been tightened 
around its neck! 

As if to underline the reality of the road- 
along which Mr. Major and his Government 
are heading, the very next day Britain, in the 
person of Foreign Secretary Douglas Hurd, 
made a further significant concession of 


MAJOR 

Over Europe 
he is trying to 
be all things 
to everybody 


sovereignty to Europe by agreeing to the 
rule that the European Parliament may veto 
decisions made by EC member governments. 
This was neatly described by the Daily Mail 
thus: ‘‘...John Major has played his biggest 
compromise card in the poker game over 
European union...He calculates that by 


accepting a veto in principle he has more 


chance of severely restricting the areas 
where it can be used.”’ 

The real ‘poker game’ to which this report 
refers is of course that being played with 
those elements in Britain who are averse to 
further concessions to Europe. As for the 
‘compromise card’, has not the whole 
process of integration into Europe over the 
past 30 years or so been accomplished by | 
the playing of a series of ‘compromise 
cards’? First, a policy aim is postulated 
which is known to be currently unacceptable 
to the majority of people in the United 
Kingdom. Next, we witness the ritual of 
parliamentary opposition to that aim — 
leaving the public thus reassured that at least 
some of its elected representatives speak up 
on its behalf. Finally, a policy is decided 
upon which constitutes. a halfway . point 
between the original proposal and the 
consensus opposed to it. Thesis — antithesis 
— synthesis, as Hegel would have put it. 
Good old British compromise has triumphed: 
extreme positions have been abandoned and 
reason and moderation have carried the day. 
In the meantime the integration of Britain 
into European union has proceeded just a 
few more notches — and so on to the next 
round... : 7 

The very day after the announcement of 
the veto concession, a further announcement 


was made — this time obviously couched 


with the purpose of appeasing anti-integ- 
rationist opinion in Britain. Mr. Hurd was 
reported as having issued ‘‘a blunt warning”’ 


to Europe’s federalists. His Government, he 


said, would never accept federation — 
meaning of course, as the Daily Mail put it, 


‘*Britain’s unbending determination to erase 
the word ‘federal’ from any treaty signed 
next month’’ (i.e. at this month’s Maastricht 
conference). 

Most probably, Britain will succeed in 
getting agreement to omit the dreaded ‘f- 
word’, as it has been coined, from any 
written European treaty — no doubt after a 
dramatically staged argument with those 
who, like the Dutch, want to see it included. 
This will then be presented to the public in 


this country as an affirmation that British- 


national sovereignty will not be surrendered. 
In fact, all that will have occurred will be an 
exercise in semantics. What matters to the 
Euro-integrationists is not what words are 
used to describe their schemes but the 
substance that lies behind the words. ‘Feder- 
ation’, when seen from this point of view, 
can be regarded as quite expendable — 
indeed valuable precisely on account of its 
expendability. Who cares — if all, or nearly 
all, of the practical elements of federation 
are, bit by bit, being accomplished? Thus we 
can look forward to a big battle over the ‘f- 
word’, which the British Government will 
win, concealing the much more significant 
battle concerning the transfer of actual 
power to Europe, which the British Govern- 
ment (not unwillingly) will lose! 

By such camouflages and artifices does 
the business proceed. Here it is pertinent to 
recall the words used in this column in July 
of this year, which we feel perfectly sum up 
what is happening on the European front:- 


‘So to clarify natters we might begin by 
presenting the situation in simplified form. 
This is that for more than 30 years those 
who dominate the most powerful instit- 
utions in our country — most of all parlia- 
ment, government and the mass media — 
have been committed to railroading Britain 
into a European union in which she will 
progressively lose all the vital instruments 
of national freedom and sovereignty. This 
European union is in its turn conceived as 
no more than a halfway stage towards an 
eventual world union, presided over by a 
single world government, under which no 
distinct nations or races...will be permitted 
to exist. That is the name of the game. 
That is what has been the dominant motif 
of all orthodox politics during the past 
three or four decades, at both national and 
international level. 

‘‘The one overriding problem encountered 
by those who have been pursuing this 
policy is that the policy runs contrary to 
the deepest instincts of the majority of 
people within the nations involved — and 
this is particularly the case with the people 
of the United Kingdom. 

‘It has therefore been deemed necessary, 
all along the way, to avoid confronting the 
people with an honest presentation of the 
full facts and the full objectives of the 
policy. To this purpose, a series of 
weapons and tactics have been employed, 
which have included confusion, obfus- 
cation, circumlocution, euphemism, sopor- 
ifics and double-speak...’’ 


And to summarise what Mr. Major and his 
Government are now saying and doing, we 
could not possibly do better than quote the 


words, not of an anti-European, but of one 
of the most ardent of pro-Europeans in 
British politics today: Mr. Paddy Ashdown 
of the Liberal Democrats, who does not 
object to the Government’s policies but 
simply wants it to come clean with the 
people over what those policies are. Mr. 
Ashdown said of the Prime Minister, as we 
also quoted in our July commentary: - 


‘‘One minute he is making pro-European 
speeches. The next minute, his Govern- 
ment is once again isolated in European 
negotiations. One day we are told that Mr. 
Major has ditched Mrs. Thatcher’s anti- 
European views. The next day, ministers 
claim that there is no difference between 
them... 
‘‘Mr. Major tells us that we must trust 
him. He sets no course, he follows no 
map, but he will tell us of the destination 
when we get there.” 
Disagreeing as we do with almost every- 
thing Mr. Ashdown normally says, we have 


to say that in this case we couldn’t have put 


it better! i 

Once the basic policy aim over Europe is 
understood, and once we understand the 
manoeuvres in which the politicians comm- 
itted to that policy aim are forced to engage 
in order to navigate the tricky course 
towards it, with all the minefields along the 
route in the way of grass-roots resistance in 
the country, we can see present ‘negot- 
ations’ with Europe for what they are: they 
are essentially postures designed for con- 
sumption at home; they have no substance in 
reality, and thus the arguments raging over 
them are merely flimsy pretences, staged to 
confuse and deceive. The Prime Minister 
sets no course, says Mr. Ashdown. What the 
Liberal Democrat leader means is that the 
Prime Minister sets no course in terms of 
public avowal. The actual course has been 
set a long time ago, and Mr. Major would 


_ have never got within a hundred miles of the 


Tory leadership and premiership had it not 
been known that he would be a faithful 
follower of that course and a committed 
servant of the policy from which it stems. 
The only issue still to be decided is how the 
voting cattle constituting the British public 
are going to be corralled into the pen that 
their masters have designed for them. This 
is what the present European postures, 
acrobatics and contradictions are all about. 
Nothing is going to stop the immersion of 
Britain into a full-scale European union 
because that policy has been irrevocably 
decided upon by those who wield the power, 
and no force presently exists on the domestic 
political scene that can or will resist the 
process. What matters — and it is all that 
matters — is whether in the next decade a 
new force emerges in British politics which 
does possess the desire and will to reverse 
this policy and the necessary means to make 
its will effective. It will mean, not stopping 
full-scale British integration into Europe — 
for that integration will already have taken 
place, but putting it into reverse by bringing 
Britain out of European union and restoring 
British independence. This is the issue at 


stake, and it is the only issue that matters. 
All else, where the European question is 
concerned, is trivia. 


Identical spoof on 
immigration 


The tactics used by the Government to 
cajole Britain into European union are being 
duplicated exactly in the field of immig- 
ration, where the policy objective — also 
decided a long time ago — is to turn the 
country into a multi-racial Babylon. Here 
again we have an aim which runs contrary to 
the deepest instincts and sentiments of the 
majority of British people, so here again 
deception must be employed on a grand 
scale, with a pretence being maintained that 
the powers-that-be are standing firm in their 
protection of the national frontiers against 


CAN YOU PLAN YOUR BABY’S SEX? 


| PLUS: WIN A ROVER A DAY IN OUR GREAT CAR CONTEST —PaGE24 |] 


Hurd warns Europe not to interfere with Britain’s rules 


NO SURRENDER 
ON MIGRANTS 


From STEVE DOUGHTY in Brussels 
THE Foreign Secre- 
tary warned Europe 
yesterday not to 


WIFE IN TEARS AS STREETS KEN WINS LIBEL VICTORY 


MISLEADING HEADLINE 
This was the front-page of the Daily Mail 
on November 5th. The big print masked 
the reality that Britain is all the time 
surrendering to the immigrant flood that 
menaces her borders. 


the alien flood, whereas in reality the flood 


is continuing almost unabated — the fact of 
it being masked by a few highly publicised 
token gestures designed to give the opposite 
impression. 

Emblazoned across the front page of the 
Daily Mail on November Sth was the head- 
line: ‘‘No surrender on migrants.’’ Follow- 
ing was a report which immediately made it 
clear that the headline was somewhat of a 
misleading one. It dealt with a declaration 
which Foreign Secretary Hurd had made to 
a meeting of his counterparts in Europe to 
the effect that our Government was not 
prepared to tolerate any tampering by 
Europe with Britain’s system of immigration 
controls. At this point many a reader might 
have been prompted to ask: what immig- 
ration controls? To that matter we will 
return in a moment. The report went on to 
say that Mr. Hurd’s speech ‘‘staked out a 
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WHAT WE THINK 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


tough British position in advance of next 
month’s Maastricht summit on greater polit- 
ical and economic unity.’? Germany, so it 
continued, had wanted immigration policy 
‘harmonised’ for free movement throughout 
the 12 EC states, but our Foreign Secretary 
had retorted that ‘‘the Community cannot 
harmonise history,’’ and that ‘‘Britain faces 
specific problems from the Indian sub- 
continent. Many people from there, now 
living in Britain, seek spouses from the sub- 
continent. We therefore have rigorous 
procedures to work out whether the primary 
purpose of people coming in is to marry or 
to enter Britain.” 

He continued: ‘‘What would happen if 
‘harmonisation’ opened the way to travel 
without visas for non-EC citizens between 
countries like Luxembourg and Britain? 
Britain had more than a hundred immigra- 
tion officials stationed in India, Bangladesh 
and Pakistan to check that visa applications 
were genuine. Could Luxembourg mount a 
similar effort?’’ 

All of this, of course, sounds like fighting 
talk. Accompanied by such adjectives as 
‘tough’ and preceded by a headline which 
speaks of ‘no surrender’, it might give to the 
bemused member of the British public the 
impression that we have a government that 
is not only determined not to be bossed 


around by the EC bureacrats but is equally 


determined to prevent this country being 
flooded by an immigrant tide. Rule Brit- 
annia — trust John Major! 

In just the same way, the Major Govern- 
ment has in recent weeks maintained an 
entirely bogus posture concerning its pur- 
ported ‘determination’ not to let Britain be 
overwhelmed by immigrants claiming to be 
refugees from Third World countries in 
which they have been subjected to ‘persec- 
ution’. In this column only last month we 
highlighted the absurdity and futility of this 
whole exercise. And quite apart from the 
fact that, as we emphasised at the time, vast 
numbers of immigrants of this kind are able 
to escape the net by getting into the UK and 
then disappearing into the woodwork while 
their claims are bing investigated, there is 
the reality that the numbers of ‘refugees’ 
found to have entered under false pretences 
and subsequently marked down for deport- 
ation constitute a mere fraction of the total 
of Third World immigrants coming into this 
country — by far the majority of whom are 
here perfectly legally under present rules and 
against whom the Government has no 
barriers whatsoever. 

Just as if to maintain the illusion that the 
Major Government is carrying out some 
‘tough’ policy with regard to immigration, 
we have in recent weeks witnessed agonised 
protests from Shadow Home Secretary Roy 
Hattersley that its measures in this regard 
are far too ‘harsh’ and that, in the outcome, 
many would-be migrants who have quite 
genuine claims to be classified as refugees 
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are going to be denied sanctuary and thereby 
may suffer imprisonment and even death 
back in their home countries. Such pathetic 
blatherings, convincing as they are only to 
the bleeding-heart liberal minority among 
British voters, serve conveniently to stamp 
the actions of the Tory Government with an 


image of ‘firmness’, ‘good sense’ and ‘resol- 


ution’ that is wholly unmerited. 

Here again, the ‘thesis — antithesis — 
synthesis’ trick manifests itself. Have 
someone propose some patently absurd 
‘open-door’ immigration policy that almost 
everyone is going to reject. Attack that 
policy as going much too far. Then syn- 
thesise things by offering an alternative 
policy which leaves the door at least sub- 
stantially ajar and through which many 
immigrants can still pass in ease and comfort 
with public opinion in the meantime being 
nicely pacified! 

The truth of this whole matter is that 
Britain’s immigration problem does not 
mainly arise from the numbers of Third 
World peoples currently seeking entry into 
the country by means of fraudulent ‘refugee’ 
claims; the problem is constituted by the 
vastly greater numbers of people still 
flooding in by all manner of other means — 
plus the millions already here who have 
come in since the flood started in the 1950s 
or who are the descendants of those coming 
in as part of that flood. 

The problem is going to be tackled when, 
and only when, we have a government 
which recognises that the issue at stake is 
not that of who is a genuine refugee and 
who is a bogus refugee, not who is a legal 
immigrant and who is an illegal immigrant, 
but an issue essentially of race — of whether 
it is a good thing or a bad thing that we 
have present in this United Kingdom a popu- 
lation of several millions of people of non- 
European stock whose genetic and cultural 
make-up rule that they can never be properly 
integrated into the British Nation without the 
latter suffering irreparable harm in the way 
of the loss of its traditional qualities and 
identity. As long as we ignore this central 
reality, and persist in bringing the mentality 
of lawyers to bear on a matter involving the 
to-be-or-not-to-be of national survival we 
shall be doing nothing more than tickling at 
the problem. 


The Maxwell mystery 


Few more repulsive specimens ever 
stalked the British scene than press tycoon 
Robert Maxwell, whose body was fished out 
of the Mediterranean last month after he had 
disappeared from his luxury yacht a few 
hours earlier. Maxwell (born in Czecho- 
slovakia as Jan Ludwig Hoch), like so many 
foreigners who have found it convenient to 
make their base in this country, loved to 
depict himself as a staunch ‘British patriot’ 
always dedicated to the interests of his 
adopted land. In fact, throughout his life he 
championed a series of causes which could 
not by the wildest stretch of imagination be 
identified with any such interests. The two 


most prominent of these were the Labour 
Party, on whose behalf Maxwell served for 
a while as an MP, and the publication of the 
Daily Mirror and its associated magazines 
and newspapers, the latter of which included 
The European, a paper dedicated to making 
propaganda in support of Britain’s full integ- 
ration into a European super-state. 

-= Maxwell’s career has been amply chron- 
icled in the many obituaries written about 
him since his death, and it would be a waste- 
of space here to repeat all this in detail. One 
little anecdote, however, stands out which 
somehow illustrates better than anything else 
the nature of the man. When serving in the 
uniform of the British Army in the closing 
weeks of World War II he came across an 
unarmed German civilian and promptly shot 
him dead. Maxwell was reported to have 
never been able to understand why, in later 
years when he proudly and gloatingly 
recalled this incident in the company of 
influential Britons, they did not register 
enthusiastic approval. 

Despite the ostentatious way in which 
Maxwell throughout his life decked himself 
out in the Union Jack, he revealed in the 
days following his death the reality of where 
his true loyalties lay: he was buried in 
Jerusalem in accordance with his clearly 
specified wishes, put on record two or 
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three years previously. Oddly enough, this 
came just at a time when the news wires 
were full of scandal concerning alleged links 
between Maxwell and Israeli Intelligence — 
links that are explored in a penetrating 
article by Ivor Benson written for the 
November/December issue of Behind the 
News and reprinted in this issue of our own 
magazine. 

Almost immediately upon Maxwell’s death 
the news media rushed with almost indecent 
haste to declare that his end came as the 
result of a ‘heart attack’. This was on the 
basis of an extremely hasty Spanish 
coroner’s report derived from an equally 
hasty autopsy on his body carried out by a 
pathologist with the unusual Spanish name of 
Luisa Garcia Cohen. This verdict, however, 
did not win common acceptance all round, 
and later examinations led to the cause of 
death becoming the subject of considerable 
dispute. As we go to press, this dispute is 
still raging, and the ‘natural causes’ theory 


of Maxwell’s death now seems to have taken 
a back seat behind the more recently 
advanced theories of suicide and murder. 
There is not the space here to go into the 
complexities of argument necessary to 
resolve which of the latter two, if either, is 
correct. All that might be said is that 
evidence tends to dispel the suggestion that 
Maxwell (Hoch) was by a disposition a 
suicidal type, and that, just supposing he had 
been, there would surely have been much 
more instant and comfortable ways for him 
to vacate this world than by drowning. 

One newspaper, in speculating whether 
Maxwell might have been murdered, made 
the wry comment that, as far as motive was 
concerned, the number of people who would 
have liked him dead could fill the whole of 
the cells of every police station in Britain — 
an observation with which we would not 
dare to argue! In seriousness though, we 
must here apply the golden rules of detection 
whereby consideration must be given, not 
only to motive, but also to opportunity and 
capability. By these criteria, the range of 
possibilities becomes somewhat narrowed. 

The occasional newspaper columnist has 
been so bold as to suggest that one agency 
which might have had a reason to bump off 
Maxwell, as well as the necessary means of 
doing so, is the very Israeli Secret Service — 
Mossad — with whom the late press baron’s 
name has been linked in the allegations 
mentioned earlier. Could it be that certain 
powerfully placed people anticipated that 
these allegations would become the subject 


of further public enquiry, even including 


action in the courts, and that in the process 
of such an enquiry Captain Bob might 
disclose information which might be highly 
embarrassing? On the other hand, could it 
not be the case that, even if Captain Bob did 
not himself make any such disclosures, they 
might come to light anyway as the enquiry 
proceeded — whereas if he were out of the 
way such an enquiry might never be opened? 

These questions remain unanswered at the 
present time. Publications whose speciality 
is in-depth research (unlike our own, which 
specialises mainly in comment) may provide 
some of the missing answers in the coming 
months. It will be interesting to see what 
transpires. 


Dancing to whose tune? 


Almost every nation in the world, includ- 
ing our own, has a provision in its laws 
which empowers its government to refuse 
entry to any foreign visitor whose presence 
on its territory would not be conducive to 
the national or public good. We believe this 
prerogative to be an entirely right and 
necessary one, and one which, furthermore, 
our own Government ought to exercise much 
more strictly and often than it does — the 
vital conditions being that that excercise 
should be: (1) based on absolutely genuine 
grounds of national or public interest; and 
(2): applied with complete impartiality as 
between one individual and another. 

For what justified reason might a foreign 


visitor be refused the right, within the afore- 
mentioned terms of reference, to enter the 
United Kingdom? It would surely be if there 
were good grounds for believing that his or 
her presence here might be prejudical to 
national security. Alternatively, it would be 
if such presence constituted some threat, if 
not to national security, then to public order. 
Beyond these considerations, no other 
criteria should operate. And most certainly 
there should no interest other than the public 
and national one allowed to influence the 
Government’s decision in these regards. 

Now let us look at two cases which have 
occurred during this year and observe the 
contrasting government attitudes towards 
them. 

In April there arrived in Britain a notor- 
ious black American agitator by the name of 
the Reverend(!!!) Al Sharpton. Sharpton had 
a long record as a troublemaker back in the 
US, and his intended itinerary when in this 
country included well-known spots of racial 
unrest, including the black ghettos of Bristol, 
Birmingham, Tottenham and Brixton — all 
scenes of heavy rioting a few years prev- 
iously. This itinerary was published in 


advance and must therefore have been. 


known to the Government. 

Immediately upon his arrival, Sharpton 
added a further engagement to his schedule. 
Being informed of a black anti-racist march 
through South London, he announced that he 
would join it. Strutting at the head of the 
march column, he led it to the British 
National Party Bookshop in Welling, where 
his followers threw bricks at the shop 
building. Only strong police reinforcements 
at this location prevented greater violence. 

None of this, however, induced the 
Government to decide that Sharpton’s 


SHARPTON IN BRITAIN 
If Leuchter could be banned from entry, 
why not he also? | 


presence in this country was prejudicial to 
public order and to deport him forthwith. 
The following weekend he was still here, 
being the star speaker at an anti-white hate 
rally at Friends House in Euston. He then 
left the UK in his own good time, having 
meanwhile been granted generous time on a 
number of TV chat shows. 

Last month another visitor from the 
United States was due to appear in this 
country. This was the engineer Fred 
Leuchter. Mr. Leuchter is white. He has 
never been any kind of public agitator. He 
has no criminal record but is a perfectly 
respectable citizen. His purpose was not to 
go to places around the country well known 
as centres of public unrest but to deliver one 
lecture in London at an indoor location to an 
audience whose entry was by ticket only. 
The lecture was based upon Mr. Leuchter’s 
professional expertise and experience as a 
designer of systems of execution by means 
of lethal gas used by certain American 
states, and upon his inspection of the alleged 
‘gas chambers’ said to be used at Auschwitz 
concentration camp for the purpose of mass 
extermination of inmates, mainly Jews. Mr. 
Leuchter’s thesis was that this inspection had 


Clearly established to his own satisfaction 


that such facilities at Auschwitz could never 
have been used for gassing — let alone the 
gassing of people in the vast numbers 
claimed. 

As soon as the intended Leuchter meeting 
was announced, Britain’s Jewish community 
got to work to agitate for a ban on him by 
the Government — this community having 
not previously made the slightest whimper of 
a suggestion that the Rev. Sharpton should 
be banned. A short time afterwards an 
official of the Home Office sent a letter to 
Mr. Leuchter which began as follows:- 


Dear Mr. Leuchter, 

I am directed by the Home Secretary to 
inform you that he has given directions that 
you should not be given entry to the United 
Kingdom on the grounds that your presence 
here would not be conducive to the public 
good. 


The letter went on to state that the dir- 
ections had been issued by Home Secretary 
Kenneth Baker personally and that Leuchter 
was not entitled to exercise the customary 
right of appeal against the ruling. 

Not conducive to the public good? In just 
what way not conducive to the public good? 
Was Mr. Leuchter’s presence here any kind 
of threat to Britain’s national security? It is 
difficult to see how. Was it any kind of 
threat to public order? It is difficult to see 
how it could have been that either. Mr. 
Leuchter had not given anyone any reason to 
believe that he was going to agitate against 
anybody, let alone incite them to acts of 
illegality — as there had been every reason 
to believe the Rev. Sharpton would do when 
his past record and intended itinerary were 
taken into account. Yet Sharpton was 
allowed in and Leuchter was banned. By just 
what criteria were these contradictory 
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WHAT WE THINK 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


decisions made? 


Well, as many of our readers will know, 


Mr. Leuchter’s friends managed to circum- 
vent the ban on him and get him into this 
country to the great embarrassment of the 
authorities. To loud cheers, he took the 
platform at the meeting in London at which 
he had been scheduled to speak. 

But he had not spoken for more than 
about 10 minutes before his speech was 
interrupted by police. He was thereupon 
arrested and taken to the cells at Chelsea 
police station, where he was held for two 
nights before finally being sent back to the 
US. 

The contrasting reactions of the Govern- 
ment in these two cases should set many 
British people thinking deeply about the 


question of who actually controls this 
country and in whose interests. Some 
readers in the past have taken our magazine 
to task over its oft-repeated claims that the 
Jewish lobby is frequently seen to be issuing 
orders to our Government and having those 
orders instantly obeyed. We made such a 
claim when the Government, under Jewish 
pressure, moved a bill through parliament to 
enable it to prosecute elderly citizens in this 
country for alleged ‘war crimes’. We make 
it again after the disgraceful treatment of 
Fred Leuchter, as catalogued in this report. 

This is not the end of the story. The latest 
news is that the Rev. Sharpton, after all the 


trouble he caused on his previous visit, and 
despite the fact that back in the US he has 


served terms of imprisonment for breaking 


the law, arrived in Britain for a second visit 


last month — with the Home Office again 
placing no barriers in his way. 


Touching down at Heathrow on November 
22nd, he announced that he was here for 
three days of marches, rallies, speeches and 
TV appearances. At a press conference at 
the airport he warned of a world on the 
brink of a ‘‘racial uprising’’ because black 
people were not prepared to ‘‘be walked on 


‘any more.’’ For good measure, he also 


attacked Britain’s police. 

Are there not ample grounds, in view both 
of the Rev. Sharpton’s past record and of his 
pronouncements made on his recent arrival 
in Britain, for believing that his presence 


-here would, to use the Home Office’s own 


words, ‘‘not be conducive to the public 
good’’? 

Yet this creature is considered by our 
Government to be a fit visitor to this 


country, while Fred Leuchter is not! 


Just who is running Britain — and for 
whom? 


WATCH OUT — THEY'RE TRYING 
TO BREAK UP OUR COUNTRY! 


Behind the devolution argument, says JOHN TYNDALL, we 
should be on the look-out for forces whose aim is the 
destruction of Britain as a nation 


THERE COME moments in the affairs of 
nations when it is necessary to suspend 
debate on those issues that lie at the 
surface of things and to take what might 
aptly be termed the ‘transcendental view’ 
—to relegate momentary squabblings to 
their correct place in the order of pers- 
pectives and to look to the far-reaching 
consequences that lie beyond. 

Such an approach comes not easily to the 
party politician, for his preoccupation is with 
those issues thought likely to affect his and 
his colleagues’ seats in parliament in the 
immediate future. He is anyway probably 
the type who would not care to concern 
himself with such bigger matters in the first 
place; he is selected to be where he is 
because of his perceived usefulness in the 
game of winning elections, and that requires 
that he demonstrate a level of intellect 
suitably tuned to the aspirations of the 
chattering crowd in the shopping precinct. 
To climb above this babble, and to give his 
mind to those questions determining the 
destinies of nations, is an exertion that is 
beyond his powers, alien to his disposition 
and probably prejudicial to his career. So he 
joins exuberantly in the bun-fight of the 
moment, not knowing where it is leading 
and not inclined to care if he knew. 

Coming from generalities to specifics, let 
us look for a moment at the current rumpus 
now being enacted over the question of 
devolution for Scotland. The issue has come, 
yet again, to the forefront of public contro- 
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versy because of the lamentable showing of 
the Conservative Party in elections north of 
the border. With a now quite small minority 
of Scots voting to be subjects of a Tory 
Government, the question has arisen: why 
then should they remain so? On superficial 
examination, this would seem to justify the 
claim for a Scottish parliament to legislate 
over affairs internal to Scotland while 
leaving the national parliament in West- 
minster with limited powers akin to one 
existing under a federal system. Then taking 
this logic to its extremes there are those who 
will say that it vindicates the claim of the 
Scottish National Party (SNP) to complete 
‘independence’, in other words separation 
from Britain in all senses of the word and 
the setting up of a Scottish republic — a 
concept that has not yet won majority 
support in Scotland if the electoral figures of 
the SNP are any guide but which could con- 
ceivably do so in the future if present trends 
continue. Indeed it might not require an SNP 
victory in Scotland for this to happen; it 
could come about through a constitutional 
crisis developing from devolution and the 
resulting conflict that could easily ensue 
between Edinburgh and London. Labour and 
Liberal Democrat politicians in Scotland, 
while not so far embarked on the band- 
waggon of separatism, could well jump 
aboard it if it appeared expedient for them to 


do so. Few, if any, are strongly principled 


defenders of the Union; most regard that 


institution as an expendable commodity, to 
be retained if useful, to be sacrificed if 
necessary. 


BACKLASH 

Backlash against all this was predictable 
enough. English politicians with visions as 
petty and narrow as those of their Scottish 
counterparts have not failed to perceive the 
possibilities pregnant in the developing 
divisions. If the Scots should not be obliged 


to suffer a Tory Government against their 


will, why should the English be obliged to — 
suffer a Labour Government against theirs? 
With a separation of the ways, Conserv- 
atism would be in almost as permanent 
control south of the border as it would be in 
permanent opposition north of it — so the 
thinking goes. That such arrangements might 
be bad for the nation to which we are all 
supposed to belong, the United Kingdom of 
Great Britain and Northern Ireland, seems to 
be lost sight of in the gleeful rush to score 
points in the new game which fascinates all 
concerned. 

Few seem to have any conception of the 
fact that they are acting out a script written 
almost as if to order by powers little con- 
cerned for the interests either of England or 
Scotland, to say nothing of the other parts of 
our Kingdom: powers that seek to conquer 
and eliminate the world’s great nations by 
the device of dividing them and fragmenting 


them. 


An enthusiastic player in this game of | 
divide-et-impera has been the Sunday Times, 
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a paper standing as a pillar of liberal 
orthodoxy and committed to all the causes 
beloved of the rulers of the late 20th 
century. ‘Politically correct’ to a degree 
greater perhaps than any other organ of 
contemporary ‘public opinion’ in Britain, the 
ST crusades for One World, European 
Union, the United Nations, Anti-Racism and 
every other brand of modern progressivism 
with almost evangelical fervour. To the 
uninitiated, it might seem paradoxical that 
such an impeccably internationalist paper 
should in recent months have given up so 
much of its space to articles, reports and 
readers’ letters favourable to a nationalist 
movement, but this is what the Sunday 
Times has done with regard to ‘nationalism’ 
in Scotland. Now, not content with this, it 
has extended its campaign to the fostering of 
anti-Scottish ‘nationalism’ in England. 
‘Home rule for England’ it screamed in a 
leader headline on November 10th, under- 
neath which was a reiteration of the theme 
that English electors when voting Tory in a 
majority should not have Socialist Govern- 
ments imposed upon them by virtue of 
Labour’s plentiful MPs in Scotland. It then 
followed this up with an article the next 
weekend entitled ‘Hit the road, Jock’. This 
explained that while Scottish Tories are as 
strong as ever in their support of the Union 
many of their English colleagues are self- 
interestedly beginning to see the attractions 
of separation, promising as it does an 
‘English parliament with an entrenched Con- 
servative ascendancy. 


DIVIDE-AND-CONQUER 

The riddle of an internationalist paper’s 
championship of ‘nationalist’ causes becomes 
easily explicable once we recognise the 
name of the game. The name of the game is 
of course the breaking up of the great 
nation-states in order that they may be more 
easily merged into an international super- 
state — in the case of Britain the super-state 
being that of Europe. The Eurocrats would 
much more preferably deal with regions than 
with nations because such regions are much 
smaller and therefore much more easily 
manageable. This is all related to a similar 
paradox — or at least an apparent paradox: 
the drive of the Scottish Nationalists to win 
‘independence’ from Britain while their 
policy at the same time is to integrate 
Scotland thoroughly with Europe. To any 
rational person the first of these two 
objectives is totally inconsistent with the 
second, and that very inconsistency calls into 
question the sincerity of those who clamour 
for greater Scottish ‘independence’, whether 
it be in the extreme form advocated by the 
SNP or the more limited form pursued by 
the devolutionists who dominate the Labour 
and Liberal Democratic Parties in Scotland. 
Sarah Baxter, writing in New Statesman 
Society on the 15th November, summarised 
the position of the Scottish ‘home rulers’ 
thus: - 


‘The SNP has set its heart on ‘indep- 
endence in Europe’ in the hope that the 
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Backlash is in the air as English Tory MPs turn against angry Scots. 
Meanwhile, Conservative leaders in Scotland remain as passionate [isa 
as ever for the Union. David Hughes and Mark Leishman report ~ 


an Lang, secretary of state for what they want or lose their last subsequently given the nod of 
Scotland, gazed out over the supporters. But Forsyth argued agreement by several key Tories. Ļ 
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Lang’s elegant room an inquest that have earned him the jibe of chances of ever ruling England 
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vatives lost the November 7 by- ton, brother of the Duke of safe Scottish Tory seat,” it said, 
election fight for the blue-chip Hamilton and an MP despite his “and it is perfectly possible, even f 
seat of Kincardine and title, is a boxing blue but looks ifthe Tories win a fourth term in 
Deeside, where Lang had been and sounds more of a Bertie 
educated as a boy? What was to Wooster than a bruiser. Strath- 
be done? Should the Tories, now clyde, 31, has been the Scottish 
whittled down to only nine seats Office’s sole voice in the Lords 


London, that there will not be 
enough Scottish Tory MPs to { 
man the Scottish Office. The | 


Union is now composed of a 


they bleat for more,” one Tory 
said after the meeting. “It’s time 
to take them on.” The depths of 
this resentment are evident in the 
results of a Mori poll of 100 Tory 
MPs for The Sunday Times, 
`| which show that a large majority 
want the number of Scottish seats 
at Westminster cut, even without 
home rule for Scotland. 


PUBLICLY, Labour leaders say 
the Tory party is signing its own 
death warrant in Scotland by 
opposing devolution. Privately, 
i} however, they are worried that if 
Major wins the general election, 
e wi to home rule, with 
strong backbench support, as a 
way of keeping Labour perma- 
J nently out of power. 
4 Labour has the added problem 
¿| that three ofits frontbench stars — 
John Smith, Gordon Brown and 
Robin Cook — while Scots, are 
more preoccupied with their am- 
bitions for power at Westminster. 
They fear that Labour is unlikely 
= to form anything better than a 
“=| minority government after the 
next election and would need 
support from the Liberal Demo- 
crats, who see the logic in cutting 
Scottish representation in the 
Commons. 

“Scotland is a real problem for 
the Tories — but it is also one for 
us,” said one bour front- 
bencher. “Margaret Thatcher was 
wedded to the Union, but Major 
is much more pragmatic.” 

Major showed his grasp of and 
interest in Scottish affairs last 
Tuesday when he met a delega- 
tion of MPs from Lanarkshire — 
solid Labour territory — to dis- 
cuss industry and jobs. “He was 
extremely well briefed and genu- 
inely interested,” said one mem- 
ber of the Labour delegation. 

with Margaret 
Thatcher was marked. She would 
have told us the area had to stand 
on its own two feet.” 
i) | The meeting took place just 24 
im hours after British Rail an- 
Bi nounced it would site its new 
m Eurofreight terminal at Mossend 


John Reid, MP for Motherwell 


(out of 72) north of the border, for less than a year. largely Tory England and a ra- iiia Eaa North and a member of Neil 
bend with the Anglophobic wind But they too were adamant. bidly anti-Tory Scotland.” eean a 7 Kinnock’s frontbench team, said 
blowing through Scotland? With Schooled in the creed of Scottish It added: “Scotland seems Union-bashing: many Scots want home rule or full independence; now some Tory MPs say they can go this was “only the first step”, de- 


a general election no more than Unionism, they were not about to 
seven months away, should they haul down the union flag. Lang 
flirt with the devolutionary rheto- 
ric of Labour and the Liberal 
Democrats? 

Lang turned to the men who 
help him govern Scotland: Alan 
Young, his political adviser; 
Michael Forsyth, his combative 
young minister of state; and the 
under-secretaries, Allan Stewart, 
Lord James Douglas-Hamilton 
and Lord Strathclyde. 


determined to replace Albania as 
Europe’s only remaining socialist 
country. Even the Scottish 
Establishment, which depends moi 
heavily on the state for its power 
and privileges because it is pro- 
fessional middle class (law, medi- 
cine, education and the bureau- 
cracy) rather than entrepreneur- 
ial, is no friend of the market 
economy ... The more the To- 
ries have tried to buy votes in 
Scotland by throwing money at it 


is the southeast of England, 
because of its preponderance of and they are never satisfied. 
rtgaged homes and accom- 
panying tax relief. But it con- 
ceded that the question of 
Scottish representation at West- evidence that, though the govern- members of parliament dabble in 
minster for a devolved Scotland 
remained unresolved. 

The Daily Telegraph also election, 
joined in, arguing that “Conser- may find they are in a different him were deafening. 
vatives should be thinking game afterwards. 
deeply”, if they form the ae 
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manded more government cash 
have enjoyed generous provision English nationalism, warning that and claimed the BR decision had 
d i “the crackpot halfway-house idea nothing to do with the 
at their roads, their hospitals; bet- of the Labour party, in which government. — k 
i ” Scottish institutions look after | Senior Tories say there is no 
The Telegraph’s stand is also Scottish affairs and Scottish immediate need to. do anything 
about Scotland, especially since a 
last-minute, pre-election conver- 
sion to home rule would be met 
with sceptical derision north of 
the border. 
“It is not as if we have 30 or 40 
seats at risk in Scotland,” one 
a mege ate oniy ha 


ment will protest its Unionist English affairs, would be un- 
passion this side of the general acceptable to the people of Eng- 
i and his ministers land”. e Tory roars around 


The consequences were im 
mediate. At a meeting of the Tory 
SCOTTISH anestion time last backbench 19 mmittee after 


PROMOTING DIVISION 
This headline and picture which recently appeared in the Sunday Times were clearly 
calculated to set Scots and English against each other. The picture is a sneeri 
portrayal of the Scot as just a few English would like to caricature him. _ 


benefits of union with England and Wales 
will be replaced by those derived from a 
looser ‘union’ with a larger and more 
prosperous market place. Labour and the 
Liberal Democrats in Scotland also look to 
Europe — but to the Europe of regions, 
rather than nations. The new Scottish 
parliament, they argue, would be as 
concerned with Brussels and Strasbourg as 
with Westminster.” 


Independence in Europe? The very idea 
represents a contradiction in terms so 
obvious that an averagely intelligent child 
should be able to see it, but liberal inter- 


nationalists of the kind represented by 


Labour, the Liberal Democrats and — yes, 
the Scottish so-called ‘Nationalists’ have 
never been over-concerned about contra- 
dictions; their driving impulse is not to serve 
Scotland but to break up Britain, and any 
piece of verbiage that is useful to that 
purpose is permissible and welcome. They 
all look to Europe but, as the article says, it 
is the Europe of regions rather than nations. 
This thoroughly suits M. Delors & Co., for 
regions are, as indicated before, small 
enough to manipulate and control, whereas 
nations like the United Kingdom might offer 
stiffer resistance to that process. 

Also significant in the article is the 
reference to the SNP being attracted by the 
‘benefits’ of union with Europe rather than 
those of union with England and Wales — 


these benefits being measured in economic 


terms as deriving from ‘‘a larger and more 
prosperous market place.’’ Well, the SNP is 
entitled to believe that Scotland would obtain 
more economic benefit from Europe than 


from Britain — although we would strongly 


disagree with that assessment. What it is not 


entitled to do in such circumstances is call 
itself a ‘nationalist? movement. To the true 
nationalist, national freedom and national 
identity have priority over all economic 
considerations. Yet it seems that to the so- 
called ‘nationalists’ of the SNP economic 
considerations are uppermost. It is the 
prosperous ‘market place’ that is the goal, 
not the ideals of nationhood and heritage. 


FOMENTING DISCORD 

Along with the divide-and-conquer game 
played by such papers as the Sunday Times, 
there has been a clearly perceptible trend 
throughout the media as a whole which 
would seem calculated to set English and 
Scots against each other. I have lost count of 
the newspaper and magazine articles that I 
have read over the past year or two which 
have attempted to persuade us all of the 
dislike that English and Scots are alleged to 
feel towards each other — indeed, so rabid 
has been some of the language used to stoke 
up this mutual antipathy that, if used in 
description of non-white ethnic groups, it 
might well have rendered the writers and 
publishers liable to prosecution for ‘race 
hatred’! What is the truth of it all? I can 
only speak as one who regularly visits 
Scotland in the course of promoting the 
British National Party. Once I open my 
mouth there I am immediately identified as 
English solely on account of my accent, 
even if I am not exactly so in terms of 
pedigree. With a very few exceptions, I have 
met with nothing with warmth and friend- 
liness. I know very well that this is the case 
equally with Scots who come south. Of the 
presumed antagonism between people both 
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WATCH OUT — THEY’RE TRYING 


TO BREAK UP OUR COUNTRY! 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


sides of the border I have seen very little in 
real life — and nothing remotely approaching 
the antagonism that is felt by large numbers 
of Scots and English towards Third World 
immigrants and their offspring, who are, 
according to media commentators, loved by 
nearly everybody! 
~ Some of the newspaper accounts of 
alleged ‘anti-Englishness’ on the part of the 
Scots go completely overboard in their flight 
into fancy. A number of articles I have read 
recently on the subject spoke of the fierce 
passion with which Scots sang Flower of 
Scotland and rooted for their team in the 
World Cup rugby match against England at 
Murrayfield, and the writers deduced from 
this that the sentiment underlying it all was 
hatred of the visitors. That is puerile 
rubbish; rugby and soccer contests between 
the four home countries of the United 
Kingdom have always aroused strong partis- 
anship among the supporters of the respec- 
tive sides with this only rarely ever 
incorporating any real antagonism towards 
opponents. All supporters like to see their 
own team win, and get carried away with 
the drama and competitiveness of the 
occasion — but probably little more so than 
the supporters of club teams situated no 
more than three or four miles from each 
other. Has anyone witnessed the partisan 
passion at an Arsenal v. Spurs match or a 
‘derby’ between Liverpool and Everton? 
One writer of an article in the Sunday 
Times, a Scot who had come home after 
living and working in England, claimed to 
have encountered bitter hostility from a man 
he had known well in his home town in 
former days. According to his own account, 
this man said:- 


‘“You’re no better than the rest of them — 
flash bastards who come up now and again 
to tell us how proud they are to be 
Scotsmen and how happy they are to come 
home. Well, you, Billy Connolly and the 
rest can stick it. You’ve been tainted by 
that lot down there, pal.” 


Whilst it would be hasty to claim dog- 
matically that such words could never have 


been spoken, one cannot resist the thought 


that they sound just a little improbable. And 
if in fact they were just as quoted is it not 
possible that they were intended in jest — as 
a leg-pull against an old friend? There is 
such a thing as poetic licence, and it seems 
to me not inconceivable that the writer of the 
article, knowing what his editor was expect- 
ing of him, felt that such a reported 
comment would suitably embroider his main 
theme — which was of growing discontent in 
Scotland with the present status-quo — 
without detracting from the basic truth- 
fulness of it. At any rate, the quotation 
certainly helped to accomplish the Sunday 
Times’s basic objective, which clearly is to 
sow the greatest possible seeds of division 
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and dislike between Scots and English in 
order to undermine the bonds that hold 
together this nation that we call Britain. 
Much of the same can be observed in news- 
paper writers’ attempts to divide Brits from 
their kinfolk in Australia by exaggerated 
reports of ‘pom-bashing’ in the latter country 
— reports that are not borne out by accounts 
I have had from compatriots who have lived 
in Australia or the Australians who freq- 
uently write to me. Of course such things 
are not non-existent, but are they as 
widespread as claimed in the press? All the 
facts seem to point to the contrary. 

We can understand the meaning of all 
these trends when we appreciate that we are 
living in a world in which those who control 
the organs of mass communication are 
working in accordance with a clearly deter- 
mined set of policies. Two vital elements 
among these policies, which are seen as 


complementary to one another, are: (1) the. 


sowing of seeds of discord among members 
of the same race; and (2) the creation of 
artifical bonds of affection and mutual 
attraction between different races. When this 


two-part strategy is recognised, the seeming 


paradoxes and contradictions of the mass 
media fit into place as alternating weapons 
in the war against Britain and the white 
peoples. 


THE TRUTH ABOUT 
DEVOLUTION 


As for the devolution idea now being used 
to sow discord between peoples in the 
English and Scottish parts of our Kingdom, 
this rests on a pathetic myth: the myth that 
the manifest national failures stemming from 
the Westminster system of government will 
somehow find their remedy by the setting up 
of local parliaments in Scotland and else- 
where which will merely serve as miniature 
reproductions of the same failed system. 
This is like a doctor whose prescription of 
quack ‘cures’ has exacerbated rather than 
relieved a state of ill-health among his 
patients running and telling them that the 
answer to their maladies is a renewed course 
of the same treatment — only this time by 
the method of dispensing it through a 
network of small local surgeries rather than 
from one larger central surgery. The patients 
will need to travel less far to obtain their 
prescriptions but the medicine they get in the 
end will be just the same! 

Of course, the theory behind the devol- 
ution package is that by bringing government 
closer to the people by means of local 
assemblies we will make it more ‘represent- 
ative’ because more responsive to the 
people’s will. This again is a complete 
fallacy. To begin with, what has brought 
about Britain’s decline is not lack of ‘repres- 
entative’ government (whatever that is) but 
lack of good government. We have lacked 
good government for three fundamental 
reasons: (1) our political system, and the 
entire climate in which politics are conduc- 
ted, ensure the elevation to the top offices of 
those who are the least fitted to rule; (2) the 


same system ensures that whatever calibre of 
persons get their hands on the reins of 
government the framework of party politics 
within which they are forced to operate 
makes it quite impossible for them to govern 


effectively anyway; (3) all government in 


Britain, under whatever party, operates 
within the constraints and restrictions of a 
common national ideology — the ideology of 
‘liberalism’ — which is based on false and 
unworkable perceptions of the nature of the 
world in which we live; consequently, every 
vital decision of state, being a decision 
arrived at in obedience to ‘liberal’ prin- 
ciples, is liable to worsen the very problems 
it is intended to overcome. Conducting 
government in accordance with the textbook 


of liberalism is like navigating the world’s: 


continents and oceans with the aid of false 
maps — one is bound to end up at a destin- 
ation entirely different from the one 
intended. 

No basic changes in these conditions are 
envisaged in any of the devolution schemes 
now being put forward. The people of 
Scotland, and possibly in time those of 
Wales and England also, will simply be 
faced with an increased tax bill in order to 
pay for an extra layer of government which 
will be conducted in the same manner, by 
the same kinds of politicians and in 
deference to the same idols of ideology as 
the one at Westminster which has so mani- 
festly failed them for so long in the past. 
Having taken a road presented to them as 
excitingly new, they will go all around the 
mulberry bush only to end up exactly where 
they started: with the same outworn political 
institutions and the same dwarfish calibre of 
political leaders. What is going to be the 
benefit of that? 


HOW REPRESENTATIVE WILL 


DEVOLVED GOVERNMENT BE? 
But there is another point. Even supp- 
osing that there is some merit in the theory 
that government will be better by virtue of 
being more ‘representative’ because closer to 
the people being governed, just how repres- 
entative in practice would a government of 
Scotland be, for instance, by reason of being 
elected by Scots from among the parties 
presently dominating the political scene 
there? Let us imagine the Scottish electorate, 
having witnessed at an uncomfortably close 
range, the appalling consequences of multi- 
racialism in the cities of England, calling on 
the parties ruling them to take measures to 
ensure that such evils never visit themselves 
on Scotland. Can anyone see the heads of 
those parties taking the slightest notice of 
their representations? Whether control of 
Scottish domestic affairs be vested in 
Labour, the Liberal Democrats or the SNP, 
we can be quite sure that the controllers 
would treat the feelings of their electors with 
the same olympian contempt that their 
counterparts have done for so long at West- 
minster. The attitudes of Labour and the 
Liberal Democrats towards this question are 
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generally known; what is less known, 
perhaps to the people of Scotland as well as 
to those elsewhere, is the attitude of the 
SNP, which makes great play of its ‘nation- 
alism’ and purports to speak for the Scottish 
people as if by special right. Here is what 
the SNP says in a leaflet devoted to race:- 


‘In an independent Scotland all rights and 
liberties will be enjoyed by all persons 
irrespective of any grounds such as race, 
creed, colour, religion, personal beliefs or 
status. 

‘‘The SNP will campaign for greater 
attention to ethnic minority cultures to 
increase understanding in a multi-racial 
Scotland. 

‘‘The constitution of the SNP promises that 
in an independent Scotland there will be no 
discrimination on the basis of race, sex, 
creed or colour. 

‘‘The SNP takes its commitment to 
Opposing racism very seriously and anti- 
racist principle underpins many policies. 
‘‘There will be no place for racism in an 
independent Scotland.”’ 


All of which prompts us to ask the 
authors of this leaflet: have you gone out 
onto the streets and asked the people of 
Scotland whether they want their land to 
become multi-racial? Have you actually 
sought their consent for turning the towns 
and cities of Scotland into replicas of 
London, Birmingham, Leicester, Liverpool, 
Bradford, et al, with large ghettos containing 
ethnic groups and cultures far removed from 
the native tradition? If my conversations 
with Scots are anything to go by, the SNP 
has most certainly never done any such 
thing, for if it had it most certainly would 
never have dared to print a leaflet containing 
the hypocritical drivel that can be seen in 
this one. Scots are, if anything, more stoutly 
determined to maintain their own traditions, 
customs and identity than their fellow 
Britons to the south of them — and the big 
popular response the British National Party 
is now meeting with in Scotland (bigger 
proportionately than in England) is evidence 
of this. If such bodies as the SNP, who are 


continually shouting about the need to have 
Scotland governed in accordance with the 
will of the Scottish people, were to be true 
to their professed beliefs, they would shun 
multi-racialism like the plague and adopt a 
firm policy of ‘Scotland for the Scots’. Of 
course they never will. Their mission is to 
destroy Britain, not to do anything for 
Scotland. 


PROTECTING JOBS 

Imagine another scenario in an ‘indep- 
endent’? Sc_.land. Due to high unemploy- 
ment brought on by EC imports, a large 
body of public opinion clamours for Scottish 
incustries to be protected. Can anyone 
imagine either a Labour, Liberal Democrat 
or SNP Government being responsive to this 
clamour? It would not be the voice of the 
Scottish people that would regulate the 
actions of such a government but the dictates 
of the European bureaucracy, which most 
certainly would forbid any national measures 
being taken to stem the import flood and 
safeguard Scottish jobs. Again, the presence 
of a parliament located in Edinburgh would 
no more secure representation of either the 
interests or the aspirations of the Scottish 
people than does a parliament in London 
today — not at least, as would be certain, 
with people of precisely the same ilk holding 
office. 

The truth of the matter is that there are no 
major problems besetting the United 
Kingdom that are especially peculiar to 
Scotland. There are of course local questions 
there which demand special attention, just as 
there are in other parts of the UK, and the 
best way to give all these questions the 
attention they require is to institute a more 
effective system of government for the 
Kingdom as a whole, with political leaders 
of an entirely new and different calibre in 
charge of affairs and with an apparatus of 
government at their command which will 
give them the power to act effectively and 
quickly wherever action is needed. The kind 
of reforms necessary to this purpose are 
entirely different from the reforms envisaged 


by the devolutionists, who imagine that they 
can compensate for the shortcomings of an 
inefficient system merely by spreading the 
inefficiency around over many places instead 
of centralising it in one place. 


PRIORITY OF THE UNION 

This is an apt point at which to return to 
the opening theme of this article: the need 
for us to raise our eyes from the minutiae of 
the devolution debate and scan the horizons 
beyond. To our movement there is one 
priority which overrides all: this is the 
maintenance of the Union of Great Britain 
and Northern Ireland. We are British 
Nationalists rather than English or Scottish 
Nationalists, although our British Nation- 
alism allows for the splendour of the distinct 
traditions that go to make up our Kingdom 
and the richness in diversity that gives it so 
much colour and produces from it a partic- 
ularly wide range of national genius. 

Unlike the politicians of the present 
parties of Westminster, we consider the 
unity of the Kingdom to transcend by far in 
importance the question of which party of 
government currently holds office over it; in 
fact we would far prefer to have a United 


` Kingdom ruled by a government to which 


we were opposed than have that Kingdom 
split into separate states some of which 
might have governments closer to our liking. 
Within the game of contemporary party 
politics, however, different priorities prevail. . 
Our party hacks would quite gladly see 
Great Britain disappear from the world map 
if it were to be shown that their little 


' political gangs would thereby benefit. They 


are like children playing with a great family 
heirloom: by fighting over it they are liable 
to drop it and smash it to pieces. Then, 
rather than their recognising the enormity of 
what they had done, each would rush to grab 
as many fragments as he could. That is the 
calibre of which : today’s politicians are 
made. They can build nothing; they can only 
wreck. They have wrecked an empire. They 
will now wreck Britain itself, if we do not 
quickly stop them. 


THE DINOSAUR WHICH 
SHOULD BE SLAIN 


It is high time for Britain to get out of NATO, 
says DOMINIC STUART 


AS the obituary is being written for the 
now defunct Warsaw Pact, perhaps it is 
time to take a look at that other great 
dinosaur — NATO. 

NATO, otherwise known as the North 
Atlantic Treaty Organisation, was formed in 
1949, and then only consisted of the UK, 
USA, France, Italy, Belgium, Holland, 
‘Luxembourg, Norway, Denmark, Canada, 


Iceland and Portugal — with Greece, 
Turkey, West Germany and Spain joining 
later. NATO’s military command structure 
does not, however, include France, Spain or 
Iceland, which (with the exception of the 
latter, which has no armed forces) prefer to 
keep their armed forces under their own 
control. Thus the united front is shown — 
two of the biggest countries in the alliance 


refuse to put their forces under NATO’s 
control and one of them (albeit small) has no 
armed forces at all! 

Apparently the parties to the treaty agree 
to treat an attack on one as an attack on 
them all; a fat lot of help France, Spain and 
Iceland would be. Come to think of it, who 
helped us in 1982 when the Falklands were 
invaded? In fact, less than two months 
before joining NATO, Spain abstained in a 
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|THE DINOSAUR WHICH 
SHOULD BE SLAIN 


(Contd. from prev. page) 


vote at the United Nations Security Council 
which condemned the Argentine invasion — 
interestingly, a non-vote registered also by 
the USSR, China and Poland; the United 
States took a whole month to pledge support 
for their ‘closest ally’ by ordering economic 
sanctions, and this was only (in the worlds 
of General Alexander Haig) ‘‘as a result of 
Argentina’s failure to accept a compro- 
mise’’! As for France, I think we all know 
where the Exocets, Mirages and Super- 
Etendards come from; in fact nearly 40 per- 
cent of the combat aircraft deployed against 
us by the Argentines were sold to them by 
the Frogs. 

Then let us not forget the Germans; in the 
15-month period from February 1983 to 
April 1984 they managed to sell the Argen- 
tines four extremely capable German-built 
guided-missile destroyers of the MEKO 360 
class, as well as supplying, between 1980 
and 1983, the technology which enabled the 
Argentines to build six guided-missile 
frigates of the MEKO 140 class, a package 
including eighty Exocets. 

With allies like these, who needs enemies! 
Perhaps indeed the greatest threat to Britain 
comes from within NATO. But enough of 
this; let’s take a look at the contributions of 
the members and see who gains. 


ADVANTAGES TO AMERICA 

For all their whingeing, the Americans 
really don’t do too badly out of NATO; by 
maintaining a sizeable army in Western 
Europe they carry a lot of power by means 
of the simple threat of removing it. They 
moan to us about the burden to the 
American taxpayer (and with good cause) of 
having one of the highest percentages of 
GNP spent on defence but they get very 
agitated when it is pointed out that not much 
more than half of their defence budget is 
actually spent on NATO — which compares 
very unfavourably with those of most 
European members, which amount to 100 
per-cent. The Americans also found trouble 
keeping up with the Long-Term Defence 
Programme, which had a target of 3 per-cent 
defence expenditure growth per annum in 
real terms. By the early to mid-1980s almost 
all of the European members had, due to 
economic recession, fallen behind. This 
caused much friction in the alliance, with the 
Americans claiming a lack of commitment 
from Europe; but then not long later, in 
1985, the Americans themselves had to fall 
behind, thus proving their ‘holier and thou’ 
attitude to be groundless. 

Another thing that causes agitation across 
the Atlantic is mention of the Americans’ 
almost protectionist defence procurement 
policy. For example, the UK buys $2.3 in 
arms from the US for every $1 we sell to 
them. The West Germans suffer an even 
worse imbalance: $2.8 to $1. Worse off still 
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are France: $6.3 to $1; Holland: $9 to $1 
and Italy: a staggering $11.5 to $1. This is 
not simply a case of American equipment 
being best; on the contrary, in many cases it 
is the opposite. Top European equipment 
doesn’t get purchased for the US armed 
forces because it isn’t American. There are 
exceptions, like the rapier missile and the 
105mm light gun, but the American rivals to 
these weapons were so poor that Congress 
had no alternative but to accept US Air 
Force and Army proposals to buy British. 


BIG BROTHER 
GETS HIS WAY 

Despite efforts to create a two-way street 
in weapons trade, things do not get better — 
especially when one of the ‘big successes’ of 
the two-way street is the adoption of the 


per-cent — less than half Greece’s expend- 
iture and still less than the US percentage 
devoted to NATO. 

This having been said, it would be wrong 
to give the impression that NATO was 
dependent upon the US providing the big 
pillar which keeps it all up. It must be 
remembered that money isn’t the only 
criterion — we can’t just throw pounds, 
dollars, francs and deutschmarks at our 
would be enemies. One pound spent by the 
US won’t be equivalent to one pound spent 
by the UK. 

What matters is not defence expenditure 
but defence capability. The truth is that in 
the European theatre of NATO European 
members make up 90 per-cent of the ground 
forces, 90 per-cent of the armoured 
divisions, 80 per-cent of the tanks, 80 per- 


SUPPLIED TO ENEMIES BY ‘ALLIES’ 


The Exocet missile (above) caused several deaths of British servicemen in the Falklands 

War of 1982. The missile, along with other hardware including the Mirage jet fighter, 

was supplied to the Argentines by France, who is supposed to be Britain’s ‘ally’ in 

NATO — though French forces are not subordinated to the organisation’s command 
structure. 


German 120mm gun and the Belgian 
7.62mm machine gun on the M1 Abrams 
main battle tank. At present there can be no 
improvement on the situation all round, 
when eleven firms in seven NATO countries 
make anti-tank weapons, eighteen firms in 


seven countries make surface-to-air missiles 


and eight firms in six countries make air-to- 


air weapons! This makes a nonsense of the 


pro-NATO arguments that the organisation 
has had a rationalising and cost-reducing 
effect upon defence procurement. The reality 
is simple: in any gang the biggest member 
has the greatest influence. As America 
spends ten times more on defence than the 
UK and twelve times more than the French 
and Germans, the US defence industry is 
given a massive headstart, which is aided by 
Congress’s paranoia about buying foreign 
weapons. 

However, the US does put a lot into the 
alliance. US defence expenditure in 1983, 
for example, was 6.9 per-cent of GNP, a 


figure topped only by Greece. It hardly 


seems fair that Greece, a relatively poor 
nation, should spend 7.1 per-cent of its GNP 
on defence while the industrial super-power 
of Europe, West Germany, spent a mere 3.4 


cent of the combat aircraft and 70 per-cent 
of the naval combatants. So the argument 
that we couldn’t do without the Americans 
just doesn’t stand up to the light. 


DRIVE TOWARDS 
STANDARDISATION 

Another aim of NATO is equipment 
standardisation. Looked at on the surface, 
this appears to be a good idea — everyone 
has the same ammunition, and if A runs out 
B can lend him some of his, etc., etc. . 

But if you dig into it a little further you 
can see that it isn’t such a good idea. Apart 
from sticking all your eggs in one basket, it 
simply isn’t possible to meet all the different 
requirements in one standard type of 
weapon. : 

Equipment standardisation is simply no 
good unless the requirements are standard. 
A British frigate has a different role to a 
German one. A German frigate is required 
to operate in confined waters, such as the 
Baltic or North Sea, in areas where the 
threat from the sky is greater than that from 
the submarine A British frigate is usually 
required to operate in far more open waters, 
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such as the Atlantic (convoy duties are the 
major role of the Royal Navy in wartime), 
where the threat from the sky is far smaller 
than that from the submarine. The designs 
should respect the different requirements. 
If Britain were to maintain her own 
adequate and independent armed forces — by 
which I mean nuclear forces as well as much 
larger conventional forces than we have now 
— we would have no need for NATO. If the 
French can spend less in actual money than 
we do on defence, and maintain an indep- 


endent nuclear deterrent, a sizeable air 
force, a navy which can vie with ours for 
third p.ace in the world and have a large 
army through national service, then we can’t 
we? 

The Swedes have never needed NATO, 
nor have the Finns. This is because they 
tailor their defence policies to their needs 
and not the needs of someone else several 
thousand miles away in a different country 
speaking a different language and with 
different interests. 


Britain’s defence policy should be dictated 
by the requirements of the defence of Britain 
and her unique and vital interests around the 
world. NATO’s defence policy is dictated by 
the requirements of the defence of NATO. 
These two sets of requirements, as the 
Falklands have shown, are rarely one and 
the same. 

This is why NATO is bad for Britain, 
and this is why Britain should pull out of 
it! 


ISRAEL: LIGHT ON 


A DARK SUBJECT 


IVOR BENSON looks at the implications of the 
Daily Mirror ‘spy’ story 


The following article first appeared in the 
November/December issue of Behind the 
News, obtainable from PO Box 29, Sudbury, 
Suffolk CO10 6EF. The article was written 
and published before the announcement that 
Daily Mirror proprietor Robert Maxwell had 
met his death in mysterious circumstances. 


SOMETHING happened in Britain last 
month which produced an effect rather 
like that of a huge flash of lightning 
which, just for an instant, brilliantly 
illuminates a world hitherto steeped in 
darkness. 

All that happened, though, was that a 
Conservative member of the House of 
Commons, Rupert Allason, better known as 
the spy story writer Nigel West, made use of 
question time to bring to the attention of 
parliament certain allegations against the 
newspaper magnate Robert Maxwell and the 
foreign editor of one of his papers, the Daily 
Mirror, Nicholas Davies. 

These allegations are contained in a book 
by the American investigative writer 
Seymour Hersh, published simultaneously in 
America and Europe during the same week. 

Allason’s motion expressed concern at the 
disclosures in Hersh’s book, The Samson 
Option, that ‘‘the Daily Mirror and its 
proprietor Robert Maxwell have maintained 
a close relationship with Israel’s intelligence 
service Mossad.’’ 

The motion referred more particularly to 
allegations that in 1983 Davies entered into 
a business partnership with an Israeli citizen, 
Ari Ben-Menashe, and that in 1987 their 
company negotiated the sale of 4,000 anti- 
tank missiles to Iran in contravention of the 
UN arms embargo. 

Another accusation in The Samson Option 
mentioned by Allason is that the Daily 
Mirror’s proprietor and foreign editor 
conspired to reveal the whereabouts of 
Mordecai Vanunu, the Israeli defector who 
had supplied the London Sunday Times with 
a great deal of top-secret information, 


including photographs, about Israel’s long- 
concealed nuclear reactor plant and atom- 
bomb factory at Dimona. 

Vanunu, it will be remembered, had been 
hiding in London after his interviews with 
the Sunday Times, and was then lured to 
Italy, whence he was kidnapped and trans- 
ported to Israel for trial and imprisonment. 

For good measure, a similar motion was 
introduced in the House of Commons by a 
Labour Party member, George Galloway. 

Galloway expressed concern over alleg- 
ations that the Daily Mirror’s foreign editor, 
Davies, ‘‘was a long-standing and highly 
paid Israeli intelligence asset,’’ and that he 
‘‘had been involved in substantial arms sales 
to Iran and other countries over the last 10 
years.” It was also alleged that on 
Maxwell’s instruction all the information 
about Vanunu which his staff could gather 
was handed over to the Israeli Embassy in 
London. 

Next day, the Daily Mirror responded 
with a roar. ‘‘Dishonourable men and dirty 
tricks,’’ cried a headline, accompanied by 
pictures of the two MPs, occupying most of 
the front page. 

Such was the chain-reaction of conseq- 
uences produced by these two motions in the 
House of Commons that there is just no 
telling where, when and how it will all end. 

The Daily Mail on October 25th published 
on its front page a photograph allegedly 
showing Davies, all smiles, with a glass of 
iced tea in his hand, at the home of an arms 
dealer, Kaufman, in Ohio; and the Sun, 
another tabloid, joined in the controversy 
with a giant front-page heading, ‘The liar’, 
in repudiation of Davies’ claim that he had 
never been in Ohio in his life. 


FOREIGN EDITOR FIRED 

Writs for libel were soon falling like 
confetti. They were served on Hersh at his 
press conference on October 24th. The 
publisher, Faber & Faber, also got writs for 


HERSH 
Passionate 
seeker after 
the truth 


VANUNU 

Kidnapped 
in Italy by 
Israelis 


libel, and Allason announced that he would 
be suing the Daily Mirror over its ‘Dishon- 
ourable men’ attack. Not to be outdone, 
Hersh and his publisher stated that they 
would also bring an action against the Daily 
Mirror. 

The drama continued to thicken. The 
Daily Mirror, with just one word in reverse 
print across the front page: ‘FORGERY’, 
condemned as ‘fraudulent’ a letter from an 
arms dealer addressed to ‘‘Dear Nick...” 
The signature, ‘William Johnson’, was said 
to have been forged. Unhappily for the 
Mirror, however, Johnson changed his mind 
and admitted to the Daily Mail that it was 
his signature and that he had met Davies for. 
talks about an arms deal. 

Forced in the end to admit that Davies 
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ISRAEL: LIGHT ON 


A DARK SUBJECT 
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had lied about his visit to Ohio, the Mirror 
Group (MGN) fired the foreign editor, and 
the editor of the Mirror sermonised in a 
middle-page spread: - 

‘A newspaper is founded on trust. Trust 
between its readers and its staff. Trust 
between proprietor and editor. Trust, the 
most important of all, between an editor 
and his staff...Every day the Mirror’s 
reputation is in the hands of those who 
create it and care passionately for every- 
thing it stands for.” 


Nevertheless, MGN clung to all its other 
denials, saying that it had ‘‘no doubt’’ that 
allegations that Davies was working for 
Israeli intelligence and that he had a hand in 
betraying Vanunu’s whereabouts to the 
Israelis were ‘‘wholly untrue.” How MGN 
could be so sure was not explained. 

Commented smiling Hersh in Washington: 
“I think Nick Davies has been used as a 
scapegoat. There is a much bigger story than 
Nick Davies.” 

Noises coming from the headquarters. of 
the Mirror Group (MGN) having included an 
announcement by Maxwell that he would 
seek a High Court injunction suspending 
distribution of the offending book, ve lost 
no time in getting hold of a copy. 

All there is to read about Maxwell and 
Davies will be found in the last nine pages 
of a 350-page hard-cover book, but there are 
numerous references elsewhere to Ari Ben- 
Menashe, a former Mossad agent who, 
having been tossed aside by the Israeli 
Government as expendable after he had been 
arrested in the United States, became one of 
Hersh’s main sources of information, 
bringing with him sheaves of documentation. 
This is the man who is said to have 
partnered Davies in an arms sales company 
which operated from Davies’ home in 
London. 


CRIMINAL POLITICS 


However, we should not allow the fuss: 


and bother about Maxwell and Davies to 
deflect our attention from the vastly more 
important fact that The Samson Option 
exposes in a manner hardly ever equalled the 
essentially criminal character of modern 
power politics. This Hersh achieves with a 
most detailed exploration of the circum- 
stances surrounding the emergence of Israel 
as a nuclear power; for the great under- 
ground facility in the desert at Dimona was 
built by French technicians while western 
political leaders went on pretending that they 
knew nothing about it (in fact they even 
helped to finance it). 

Writes Hersh:- 

‘‘The ambivalence and hypocrisy at the top 

of the American Government about a 

nuclear-armed Israel was inevitably 

mirrored by the bureaucracy. By the 

middle of the 1960s the game was fixed: 

President Johnson and his advisers would 
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pretend that the American inspections 
amounted to proof that Israel was not 
building the bomb, leaving unblemished 
America’s newly affirmed support for 
nuclear non-proliferation. The men and 
women analysing intelligence data and 
writing reports for the higher-ups under- 
stood...that there was little to be gained by 
relaying information that those at the top 
did not want to know.”’ 


Ari Ben-Menashe, who had worked dir- 
ectly as an intelligence adviser to Yitzhak 
Shamir, says that one of Shamir’s first 
actions when he became prime minister was 
to ‘“‘initiate some kind of strategic co- 
operation with the Soviet Union,” and that 
thereafter nuclear secrets supplied by the 
Americans were passed to the Soviet Union. 


SLAVE OF TRUTH 


So who is this Seymour Hersh, and by 
what force has he been driven to undertake 
so heavy a labour in order to uncover 


political falsehood wherever he can find it? 


Hersh has written a number of investigative 
books and was awarded the Pulitzer Prize 
for one of them in which he exposed the 
Mai Lai massacre in Vietnam. In 1983 he 


produced The Price of Power, a book mostly 


about Henry Kissinger, whom he evidently 
detests. Kissinger did not sue, but branded 
as ‘‘a slimy lie’’ Hersh’s charge that during 
the 1968 presidential election he played a 
double role, spying for Nixon in the 
Humphrey camp while at the same time 
relaying to Humphrey any scandal he could 
use against Nixon. 

Our own assessment is that Hersh is a 
most unusual socio-political phenomenon, 
having something in common with George 
Orwell but lacking Orwell’s deep and wide- 
ranging intellect. What he does share with 
Orwell is a passionate detestation of untruth- 
fulness; or, to put it the other way round, 
finding the truth in areas where there is so 
much lying and concealment has become for 
him a most exciting and satisfying game. 

It is this super-personal role which makes 
it possible for him to find pleasure in 
tracking down thousands of individuals who 
‘were there’, and who ‘ought to know’, and 


in going to no end of trouble to check and 
double-check facts which, because they 
could be deeply hurtful, could also be 
dangerous — like the statements he made 
about Davies and Maxwell. Indeed, without 
the danger, the game would be less exciting, 
less rewarding. 

Hersh is a journalistic sleuth-hound and 
has no pretensions about being also an 
historian. Nevertheless, there is an all- 
important historical generalisation to be 
drawn from all his writing: twentieth century 
power politics is a vast world of lies, 
possibly without any precedent in recorded 
history. Wherever he has looked he has 
found — as we too have found — evidence of 
great power promoting its purposes under 
cover of lying, cheating and concealment. 

Behind the News does not concern itself, 
like Hersh, with accumulating more detailed 
information, our main task being to get at 
the meaning of facts which are already 
available in abundance. However, it is 
encouraging to find our own total inter- 
pretation of twentieth century history 
strongly endorsed by the enormous quantity 
of new information which Hersh supplies. 

So what is this ‘total interpretation’ of 
history which explains all the deception and 


concealment? 


Answer: Last century’s rival national 
imperialisms have been succeeded by a new 
global cosmopolitan financial imperialism, 
spearheaded by and dominated by Zionism 
—which is Jewish Nationalism. 

In the light of this interpretation, it would 
have been most remarkable if Maxwell and 
his papers and his employees had not taken 
care of Israel’s interests in the Vanunu 
affair, as alleged by Seymour Hersh. 


Postscript: Susequent to the first publication of 
this article, reports have appeared in certain 
newspapers claiming that the information con- 
cerning the alleged links between Robert Maxwell 
and Israeli Intelligence was passed to author 
Seymour Hersh by a ‘con-man’, who later 
admitted it to have been his own invention. It is 
too early to evaluate the truth or otherwise of this 
claim, but even if it is established as correct it 
does not invalidate the main substance of Mr. 
Benson’s article. 


THOUGHT FOR THE MONTH 


There can be no solution of the world’s troubles which does not deal drastically 
with the individuals, of whatever race or country, whose object is the final subju- 
gation of the individual to the institution — the World Bank, with the World Police 
Force to see that the World Bank retains total economic power. The problem is not 
a European problem only, or even chiefly... 

No-one is likely to underrate the power and the prevalence of plain stupidity in 
political affairs. But anyone observing the steady and obviously Conscious misrepres- 
entation of the facts of economics and political economy, the vicious attacks made 
upon any professional economist unwilling to ‘toe the line’ so scrupulously followed ~ 
by economists of repute, the determination to retain an unprivileged or even starving 
section of the population so that it might be used as an excuse for reducing the 
privileges of that portion of the population representing the advance which man has 
made over his environment, must agree that stupidity in the ordinary sense is not a 
sufficient explanation for what has occurred. It is too obvious that a policy of general 
enslavement, carrying with it bribes, some of considerable value, to politicians and 
officials who were willing to further it, and penalties for any who would oppose it, 


has been pursued systematically. 


C.H. Douglas (WHOSE SERVICE IS PERFECT FREEDOM) 


SCIENTIFIC FACT AND 
LIBERAL FICTION | 


Some more media nonsense on race, 
dissected by NOEL A. HUNT | 


“A lie travels around the world while 
Truth is putting her boots on. ”’ 
Rev. C.H. Spurgeon 


THE DAILY TELEGRAPH recently 
carried a review of a book entitled The 
Architect of Genocide: Himmler and the 
Final Solution. I wish to consider four 
statements made by the reviewer: (1) that 
“it can be stressed that the concept of 
purity of blood is in no way scientific;”’ 
(2) that ‘‘it is the opposite of scientific to 
imagine that the human species might be 
improved by genetic manipulation or 
selective breeding;’’ (3) that ‘‘it is true 
that one might breed a strain of humans 
with some larger limb or increased bone- 
headedness;’’ (4) that ‘‘scientists under- 
stand that any lively step forward in 
evolution depends on the free interplay 
between environment and chance.”’ 

The statements set out above constitute a 
faultless outline of the liberal consensus on 
the matters of breeding and environment. 
The statements are accepted as correct by 
the ruling school of fashionable thought, 
which alone is allowed to be heard in such 
matters. : 

Yet every such statement can be shown to 
be untrue and scientifically the sheerest 
moonshine. One is reminded of Nathaniel 
Weyl’s deathless definition of liberalism as 
"the socialism of the mentally unkempt. ”’ 

The review states that ‘purity of blood’ is 
in no way scientific. It is true that there is 
today no 100 per-cent pure race in the 
world. Yet there still remain very large 
pockets of relative racial purity. This is what 
the argument is really about: relative purity 
against no purity whatever. On this basis, 
one can validly compare the achievements in 
any given field of such relatively pure racial 
groups as, say, the Scandinavians with the 
achievements of the genetic olla podrida 
which results from massive racial cross- 
breeding as in, for example, the South 
American countries. 


SURVIVAL ATTRIBUTES 


The point is — and this is where one parts 
company with the liberal pundits — that in 
today’s Western-dominated, technological 
world peoples such as our own, relatively 
racially pure and of predominantly Northern 
European stock, are better equipped to 
survive than, say, the product of the racial 
mishmash of Brazil. To turn the argument 
on its head, the relatively racially pure 


Mongoloid Bushmen of the Kalahari Desert _ 


are undoubtedly better fitted to survive there 


than a group of relatively racially pure 
Europids. It is a matter of horses for 
courses, as the saying goes. 

One can fairly and with reasonable 
accuracy talk of relative racial purity. In the 
same way, one can validly evaluate and 
compare the achievements of relatively 
racially pure groups under various circum- 
stances and in varying environments. 

There is admittedly no such thing as a 
completely pure race. Yet there are undoubt- 


edly relatively pure races. Equally undoubt- 


edly, these races differ in many respects, 
and these differences affect each of us every 
day of our lives. For the truth we must turn 
to a racialistic Sephardi Jew named 
Benjamin Disraeli, Earl of Beaconfield, and 


Prime Minister of what was then Great 


Britain: ‘‘It (race) is the key to world 
history, and it is precisely for this reason 
that written history so often lacks clarity — 
it is written by people who do not under- 
stand race and what belongs to it.” 
Turning to the statement that ‘‘It is the 
reverse of scientific to imagine that the 
human species might be improved by..... 
selective breeding,’’ this is just not true. 
Every stock breeder in the world practises 
selective breeding to attain the results which 
he desires. Since man is an animal, why is 
what is true in the stock-breeding world 


A perfect example of the importance of 

heredity: he was the foremost among 

eleven important composers that appeared 
in eight generations of his family. 


false when it comes to humans? It cannot be 
true of animals and not of humans. 

A weighty witness to the falsity of the 
claim that selective breeding cannot improve 


‘humans is found in Galton’s Hereditary 


Genius. The author studied the records of 
English judges between 1660 and 1863, and 
for good measure the pedigrees and 
descendants of military commanders, literary 
men, scientists and senior classicists of 
Cambridge. Nor did he consider intelligence 
alone; he included such information as was 
available about famous oarsmen and North 
Country wrestlers and their descendants. The 
many cases quoted by Galton decisively 
refute the liberal dogma that selective 
breeding cannot improve human abilities. 
The reviewer remarks that ‘‘it is true that 

one might produce a strain...with larger limb 
or increased boneheadedness.’’ This is true, 
but it follows that if one can breed for 
increased boneheadedness one can breed 
equally for increased intelligence, courage, 
foresight or any other human quality. Why 
will such attempts always yield bad results, 


as the reviewer implies? It is simply not 


true. 


HEREDITY IN MUSIC 


As examples of the transmission of great 
gifts irom one generation to another, we 
might turn to those quoted by Dr. Revetz in 


his book Talent und Genie, Part 3 and Part 


1(2). The author shows that in music, for 
instance, such prodigies as Lully, Handel, 
Schubert, Rossini, Saint-Saens, Berlioz, 
Liszt and Stravinsky all came from families 
highly gifted musically. He makes the point 
that when both parents are highly gifted, 85 
per-cent of their children were also; when 
only one parent is so gifted 58 per-cent of 
his or her children inherit musical gifts; and 
when neither parent is musical only 25 per- 
cent of children are likely to display any 
musical talent. Of 74 composers, 22 per-cent 
inher-ited musical talent from both parents, 
25 per-cent from father only and 12 per-cent 
from mother only. In Bach’s family 11 
important composers appeared in eight 
generations. 

That bad traits as well as good can be 
transmitted genetically is clear from the 
well-known case of the Jukes family as 
quoted by Poppence and Johnson. Further 
examples can be found in Lothrop 
Stoddard’s book The Revolt Against Civil- 
isation, particularly the chapter entitled ‘The 
Nemesis of the Inferior’. 

The final statement bythe reviewer is that 
‘‘Steps forward in evolution depend on the 
interplay between environment and chance.”’ 


This is quite untrue. In the ongoing ‘nurture- 


versus-nature’ controversy, the liberal holds 
that nurture is all, further that by improving 
the environment one will inevitably improve 
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SCIENTIFIC FACT AND 
LIBERAL FICTION 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


man. From the imposition of this totally 
false view on our society spring most of our 
current ills. The scientist utterly disagrees 
with the liberal viewpoint set out above, and 
with reason. From a long list of scientific 
authorities we might choose Professor 
Carleton Coon because of his eminence in 
his field as our spokesman. In his view, 
formidably documented, the environment 
(‘nurture’) is responsible for about 20 per- 
cent of man’s characteristics. ‘Nature’ is 
responsible for the other 80 per-cent. Nor 
can the characteristics acquired from the 
environment be genetically transmitted, as 
the gross errors of Lamarckism make clear. 

Not once does the reviewer of The Arch- 
itect of Genocide provide proof of any of the 
categorical statements which he makes. The 
views he expresses are impeccably orthodox 
and ‘politically correct’; indeed one cannot 


hope to work in the media, the arts, the 
academic world or any of the professions 
without holding, or at least pretending to 
hold, the orthodox views on such matters. It 
is never thought necessary to produce any 
proof in support of these views. The liberal 
and man of goodwill seems to believe, with 
Jiminy Cricket, that ‘‘thinking will make it 
so.”’ 


IDOLS WITH FEET OF CLAY 


I have tried, by the production of scient- 
ific evidence and by quoting chapter and 
verse, to show that the four idols in the 
liberal pantheon cited by the reviewer have 
feet of clay. Clearly, no problem can ever 
be solved unless all the factors are correctly 
set out and truly evaluated. Until we can 
bring ourselves to admit that egalitarianism 
is a lic, that human races and the people 
within those races differ widely, and that 
these differences are mainly genetic, there is 
no hope of solving the problems afflicting 
our society. The facts having been set out, it 


_ from 


is most necessary that there be free and open 
public debate on those facts and on their 
implications. Until we can muster the 
courage to do this we shall continue to suffer 
illiterate and innumerate school- 
leavers, masses of unemployables, ‘inner- 
city’ blight, ‘urban deprivation’ and all the 
other social evils stemming from a reluc- 
tance to tell the truth and to make the hard 
decisions which will then become necessary. 

This means ridding ourselves of the 
incubus of the immensely powerful censor- 
ship enforced by the ruling liberal 
consensus, which most effectively silences 
all views hostile to the liberal dogma. To rid 
our society of the dead hand of the liberal is 
the greatest and most urgent task confronting 
those of us who wish Britain well. 

T.S. Elliot, of all people, hit the nail on 
the head when he wroite: ‘‘The struggle of 
our time is to concentrate, not to dissipate; 
to renew our association with traditional 
wisdom; to re-establish a vital connection: 
between the individual and the race. It is, in 
a word, a struggle against Liberalism.”’ 


MAJOR BACKS 


WORLD TYRANNY 


The Prime Minister's call for an international police force is 
a sinister portent for Britain, says JOHN MORSE 


GLOBAL SLAVERY is on the way if we 
don’t watch out — and one of its biggest 


promoters, is none other than Britain’s. 


Prime Minister John Major. 

At the G7 summit meeting of the leaders 
of the world’s main industrial nations earlier 
this year Major gave the idea of a United 
Nations-directed world government a new 
impetus it hasn’t had for some years. To the 
applause of other western presidents and 
premiers he called for the setting up of a 
‘world police force’ to be placed at the 
disposal of the UN. 

Apart from occasional military forays into 
various parts of the world in the name of 
international ‘peacekeeping’, the United 
Nations Organisation has up to now been 
mainly a talking shop. 

But henceforth Mr. Major wants to give it 
teeth. He urged that United Nations member 
states should present a list of men and arms 
ready for instant action anywhere on earth. 
His scheme also called for a special fund to 
pay for the new-style beefed-up UN ‘peace- 
force’, and for contingency planning so as to 
get the force into action as quickly as 
possible, wherever on earth it is to be 
dispatched. 


GULF WAR MODEL 

The model for the kind of ‘police 
operation’ the Prime Minister envisages in 
the future is the recent smashing of Iraq in 
the Gulf War. According to him, the UN 
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has ‘‘come of age’’ from that point, with the 
international military action that took place. 

The UN itself was now, in his view, ripe 
to be developed into a ‘‘peacemaking”’ 
rather than merely a ‘‘peacekeeping’’ force, 
getting involved in issues ‘‘before armed 
conflict broke out.’’ On the receiving end of 


THE UNITED NATIONS 
Largely communist inspired, its previous 
‘peacekeeping’ operations have resulted in 
violence and terror. 


the UN’s military attentions would be any 
so-called ‘‘maverick régimes’’ declared by 
the world body to be a ‘‘threat to peace.’’ 

Finally, Mr. Major called for a register of 
arms sales so that the UN knows the exact 
strength of each member’s armed forces. 
This intelligence would no doubt greatly 
increase the power of the UN to plan the 
destruction of any state which, like Iraq, it 
declares to be an outlaw — as it strives 
towards the ‘new international order’ that 
Downing Street announced to be number one 
on the G7 agenda. 

Neither Britain’s Prime Minister nor 
anyone else has yet spelt out just what is a 
‘maverick régime’. Nor have they said why 
the United Nations is a fit body to be given 
the power to define such a matter, let alone 
that of launching pre-emptive armed strikes 
against any sovereign national government 
so defined, as Major’s proposals suggest 
should be done. 

In fact, the shady origins, make-up and 
actual conduct of the UN in its self- 
appointed ‘peace-keeping’ role should be 
enough to make any Briton or other white 
national run a mile from the whole idea. 

Planned as a world government in 
peace” — just like it did Rhodesia — 
because, for example, the ever more 
numerous Blacks and Asians in our midst 
complained that they were somehow being 
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LAN C AE NENEN 


The Editor 
'Spearhead' 
PO Box-:117 
Welling 

Kent DA16 3DW 


LETTERS 


SIR: Isn’t it reasonable to expect that people 
allowed into this country as ‘refugees’ or 
seekers after ‘political asylum?’ should go 
back to their own countries as soon as it is 
safe for them to do so, and that the Home 
Office should see to it that they do — and 
take their families with them? Admission as 
a refugee should definitely not carry with it 
the right to settle permanently. 
R.E. TANDY 
Kings Lynn, Norfolk 


SIR: I write this letter to you on the 5th 
November — an appropriate day marking 
one occasion when someone entered parlia- 
ment with an intelligent motive. 

The scenario of Britain in the late fifties 
and early sixties is being overhauled and 
refurbished: the cheap, shoddy stage fittings 
are being rolled out by a similar group of 
lubricous, mendacious hawkers of popular 
medicines for all! For the play is the same. 
It might be new to the German-speaking 
peoples of Europe but not to me. As nation- 
alism raises its battered and bloodied head, 
so the old cant, the familiar litany of hate of 
one’s Own race, is resounding in Europe, 
especially in the television studios. 


Coronation Street, in its German version: — 


Linden Strasse, displays the same hollow 
men, the sexually obsessed women, lesbians, 
homos and, of course, the narrowed and 
downtrodden Blacks and representatives of 
the other non-European races. ‘Affairs’ 
between the sex-starved white women and 
the so understanding one-time inhabitants of 


India and Africa abound; liaisons spring up — 


between men for no other reason than that it 
is now the proper thing to do. 

Only last Sunday we had a half-hour 
propaganda clip over the ‘benefits’ of the 
multi-cultural society that have accrued to 
Britain since the alien flood started rolling 
over our shores in the 1950s. 

Yes, communism is dead. But its mentors 
and disciples who learned only too well the 


message of envy and hate are afoot armed 


with new weapons and methods: the western 
press, television, radio and ‘sport’. By these 
new weapons and methods the poisonous 
policy of white self-destruction is being 
intensified yet further. 

Keep the flag flying. Spearhead is so 


welcome here, where the press is fit only for 
the lavatories. 

T.D. FOSTER 

Schwabmünchen, Germany 


SIR: Recently the BBC reached an all-time 
low by devoting almost a whole Saturday 
evening on BBC2 to ‘gay’ TV programmes. 
In fact the programmes went on from 8.25 
p.m. to 1.35 a.m. — over five hours! 
Propaganda like this is brainwashing not 
only our children but many adults too. 

The BBC said later that 300 people had 
phoned in to complain. I cannot believe that 
only this number in the whole country found 
these hours of queer programmes offensive 
— I wonder how many more tried to ring but 
couldn’t get through. 

I am asking you if it would be possible 
for Spearhead to print the telephone 
numbers of the complaints departments of all 
the television and radio stations. The BBC 
number in London is 081 743 8000. If 
readers see something on TV or hear 
something on radio they find offensive, they 
should phone in and complain. 

M. WILSON 
Ashford, Kent 


(EDITOR’S NOTE: We will gladly print the 
telephone numbers if someone will supply 
them) 


SIR: There are a few illiterate people and 
others with evil intent who are putting it 
about that Christ was a dark-skinned man 
with black hair. In fact Christ was an Aryan 
(in Sanskrit = noble), as were Abraham, 
Isaac and Jacob. Gaius Pontius Pilatus, the 
Procurator or Governor of Judaea, wrote of 
Christ in his report to the Roman Emperor 
Tiberius Caesar: ‘‘I observed in the middle 
of the group a young man who was leaning 
against a tree, calmly addressing the multi- 
tude. I was told it was Jesus. This I could 
easily have suspected, so great was the 


difference between him and those listening 


How to obtain SPEARHEAD 


to him. His golden-coloured hair and beard 
gave to his appearance a celestial aspect. He 
appeared to be about thirty years of age. 
Never have I seen a sweeter or more serene 
countenance. What a contrast between him 
and his hearers, with their black beards and 
tawny complexions. Jesus of Nazareth spoke 
rather as a friend of the Romans than of the 
Jews.” (See the Archko Volume in the 
Archive of the British Museum). 
K.R. McKILLIAM (Capt.) 
Lympne, Kent 


SIR: With reference to the article in the 
October issue of Spearhead by Colin 
Burges, the analysis of the propaganda photo 
does apply of course to thousands more 
similar photos. 

However, rather than the intended outrage 
by the media this photo brought back happy 
memories to me because it reminded me 
very much of the Landjahr (a year of land 
service) which all the young women in 
Germany of my time had to complete before 
finishing their higher education. As in our 
case, the picture seems to suggest that ‘‘a 
good time was had by all.’’ Indeed, we did 
enjoy our stay and work on the land, and I 
am convinced that most of our girls today 
would benefit from such a service! Why are 
we so reluctant these days to provide/ 
arrange what is good for the individual as 
well as for the community? | 

As to the stock of little railway trucks Mr. 
Burges mentions, how can I obtain such a 
vehicle — complete with rails and sleepers? 
Although getting on in age, I am still quite 
active, but as I am living on a steep hill any 
kind of material needs to be dragged down 
(or up), and the descriptions gave me some 
hope to lighten such burdens considerably 
with such a little truck. Any chance of a 
reply from Mr. Burges or any other readers? 

GISELA HORTON (Mrs.) 
Ross-on-Wye, Hereford 


Spearhead is available from our office to those who wish to obtain copies for 
‘themselves every month and to those who wish to obtain copies for redistribution. 
Those wanting copies for themselves each month are recommended to take out a 
subscription by filling in the form below and sending it to us with the applicable sum. 


The following rates are for 12 issues (please tick box where applicable):- 

British Isles: £12.500) Overseas unsealed surface mail: £14.400) Overseas sealed 
surface mail: £17.120) Unsealed air mail Middle East, N & S America: £19.800 
Unsealed air mail Australasia, Far East: £21.400 3 
Please note: These overseas rates apply if remittance is in Pounds Sterling. If remit- 
tance is in other currency an additional charge of £5.50 is required in the case of 
cheques and money orders and £2.50 in the case of banknotes, these paying for | 


banker’s commission and charges. 


Discounts for bulk purchases can be obtained as follows:- 

10-19 copies: 56p each; 20-49, copies: 50p each; 50-99 copies: 42p each; 100-199 
copies: 35p each; 200-499 copies: 30p each; 500 copies or over: 28p each (For 
advice on postal rates please contact our office). 


All cheques and postal or money orders should be made out to Spearhead and sent 
to PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. Please do not include a payment for 
Spearhead in a remittance which includes payment for other items.. 
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AMERICA’S DECLINE: THE EDUCATION OF A 
CONSERVATIVE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £3.50. A 
collection of articles and reviews on various aspects of 
the collapse of modern civilisation. 1981, 375pp. 
ARTHURIAN LEGENDS, THE £14.95 (hardback 
only). A beautifully illustrated anthology of Arthurian 
literature from Geoffrey of Monmouth to T.H. White. 
A ‘must’ for lovers of nation legends. 1979, 224pp. 
A WORLD COUP D’ETAT IS PLANNED (Dr. Kitty 
Little) 50p. Update to Treason at Westminster, giving 
details of the destructive effects of treaties foisted on 
Britain. 1984, 66p. 

BABYLONIAN WOE, THE (David Astle) £17.00. A 
study of the origin of certain financial practices and 
their effects on the events of ancient history, written in 
the light of the present day. 1975, 250pp. 

BARNES TRILOGY, THE (Harry Elmer Barnes) 
£2.75. A combined volume containing this famous 
American revisionist’s pamphlets: Court Historians 
versus Revisionism; Blasting the Historical Blackout and 
Revisionism and Brainwashing. These first appeared in 
1952, 1963 and 1963 respectively, and this combined 
edition is dated 1979. 133pp. 

BEHIND THE SCENE Reed) £3.50. A 
reprint of the second part of the author’s Far and Wide, 
published in 1953. The new themes are titled ‘Zionism 
Paramount’ and ‘Communism Penetrant’. 93pp. 
BEST OF ATTACK AND NATIONAL VANGUARD, 
THE £12.00. A selection of hard-hitting nationalist 
articles published between 1970 and 1982 in two 
uncompromising American magazines. 217 large pages. 
BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROBLEM, THE (Prof. 
W.C. George) £1.00. The race equality hoax destroyed 
by an academic expert. 7Opp. 

BOUND TO FAIL (Sundry authors) £2.00. A series 
of articles by various experts covering every aspect of 
Britain’s disastrous membership of the EEC. 1987, 
62pp. 

CAMP OF THE SAINTS, THE (Jean Raspail) £5.00. 
A welcome reissue of this sensational novel about the 
destruction of the white race by Asian immigrant 
invasion. 1973, 311pp. 

CENSORED HISTORY (Eric Butler) £1.50. An 
examination of some of the facts of recent history that 
have not found their way into textbooks or newspapers. 
1974, 48pp. 

CHURCHILL’S WAR (David Irving) £16.95. The 
highly controversial story of Britain’s World War II 
leader during the late pre-war and wartime years. This 
book was shunned by all the ‘establishment’ publishers 
on account of its startling disclosures. Churchill- 
worshippers and believers in the ‘orthodox’ version of 
modern history will not like this book, as it describes its 
central character as the man who ruined Britain and the 
British Empire in his insane vendetta against Hitler. 
1987, 591pp. 

COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER, THE (Correlli 
Barnett) £9.95. A welcome reissue of a vitally 
important book first published in 1972. Shows how 
liberalism and lack of political realism brought about 
Britain’s 20th century decline in the political, industrial 
and military fields. 643pp. 

CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo 
P. Oliver) £4.00. Text of a lecture by the author, a 
brilliant classical scholar, to New England rally for 
God, Family and Country 1966. 76pp. 
CONTROVERSY OF ZION, THE (Douglas Reed) 
£14.50. A best seller in nationalist circles ever since its 
publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile relations since 
biblical times, packed with little known and long 
suppressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 

DID SIX MILLION REALLY DIE? (Richard 
Harwood) £1.00. The fact-filled pamphlet that refutes 
the holocaust legends and has evoked Zionist frenzy. 
28pp. 


DILEMMA OF INTER-RACIAL RELATIONS, 
THE (Prof. R. Gayre of Gayre) 60p. Demonstrates 
the folly of enforced racial integration. 1966, 21pp. 
DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY, THE (Wilmot Robert- 
son) £7.50. This book has attracted worldwide atten- 
tion, dealing as it does with racial problems in America 
—and not just simply the black-white situation. 2nd 
edition 1981, 613pp. 

ELEVENTH HOUR, THE (John Tyndall) £15 hard- 
back; £10 paperback. Mostly written by the BNP 
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Here is the latest list of our books. The prices 
given in each case do not include postal charges, 
which should be estimated by calculating one 
eighth the total value of the order. Money should 
be enclosed with all orders, and all cheques or 
postal orders should be made out to the BNP 
Book Service. only and not included in 
remittances sent for other items. Orders are likely 
to be dealt with more quickly if BNP Book Service 
is marked on the envelope. 

New titles are marked with stars. 


I 
leader in prison, this is the book all nationalists have 
waited for. The most comprehensive presentation yet to 
appear of the case for British Nationalism. 1988, 609pp. 


ÉLITE, THE (Barbara Cole) £17.00. The exciting 
story of the Rhodesian Special Air Service and its 
campaign against terrorism. 1984, 449pp. 

ENEMY OF EUROPE, THE (Francis Parker Yockey 
& Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £6.00. Thought-provoking 
essay on the powers set on destroying the European 
peoples, written by Yockey and accompanied by a 
review of Yockey’s work by Prof. Oliver. 1981, 240pp. 
ENOCH POWELL ON 1992 (R. Ritchie ed.) £14.95. 
A study of Enoch Powell’s campaign against Britain’s 
involvement with the EC, with quotations from Powell’ s 
speeches and articles. 1989, 177pp. 

FORCED WAR, THE (David L. Hoggan) £21.00. 
The book for which revisionists have been awaiting for 
years. Described by Harry Elmer Barnes as “‘...the first 
thorough study of responsibility for the causes of the 
Second World War...the definitive revisionist work on 
the subject.’’ 1989, 732pp. 

X FRAUDULENT GOSPEL, THE (Bernard Smith) 
£5.95. The third edition of a devastating exposé of the 
World Council of Churches and its support for 
communism and terrorism. 1991, 168pp. 

FRENCH REVOLUTION, THE (Nesta Webster) 
£6.00. A much needed reprint of the counter-revolut- 
ionary classic that exposed the plotting behind the first 
great revolutionary bloodbath of modern history. 1919 
(rep. 1988), xiv, 519pp. 

GAY LESSONS (Rachel Tingle) £2.50. A topical 
exposure of the manner in which homosexuality is 
encouraged among young people by official bodies at 
public expense. 1986, 48pp. 

GLOBAL MANIPULATORS, THE (Robert Eringer) 
£2.50. While the author repudiates any conspiratorial 
view of world events, he still provides a comprehensive 
exposure of the organisation and influence of the Bilder- 
berg Group and the Trilateral Commission. 1980, 95pp. 
% GOODBYE OZ CULTURE (Nicholas Maine) 
£3.50. A hard-hitting exposure of the perils facing 
Australia from non-white immig-ration and of the 
establishment lies being used to promote it. The author 
is an active campaigner against the betrayal of our 
brother nation. 1990, 125pp. 

% GORING (David Irving) £9.00. A lively and 
original biography of one of the most colourful and 
controversial figures of the Third Reich. 1989, 573pp. 
GRAND DESIGN, THE (Douglas Reed) £2.25. A 
behind-the-scenes look at modern world history. 1977, 
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45pp. 

GREAT HOLOCAUST TRIAL, THE (Michael A. 
Hoffmann II) £4.00. Extremely comprehensive and 
well-written report on the infamous trial of Ernst Zundel 
in Canada, also covered in The Zundel Trial and Free 
Speech. 1985, 95pp. 


HOAX OF THE TWENTIETH CENTURY, THE 
(Prof. A.R. Butz) £2.40. A scientist applies clinical 
methods to an investigation of the ‘holocaust’ and 
completely dissects the myth. 2nd edition 1977, 315pp. 
* HOLOCAUST ON TRIAL, THE (Robert Lenski) 
£14.20. The story of Ernst Zundel’s second trial, with 
illustrations and verbatim extracts from the transcript. 
1990, iv, 544pp. 

HOLOCAUST STORY AND THE LIES OF 
ULYSSES, THE (Paul Rassinier) £7.75. A socialist 
ex-inmate of Buchenwald and Dora concentration camps 
destroys the holocaust legend. Rassinier was decorated 
for his work in the French Resistance, so this is one 
revisionist they can’t smear. 1978, xviii, 447pp. 


* ICEBREAKER (Victor Suvorov) £16.99. A 
Russian defector shows how Stalin engineered the war 
with Germany and exploited it to advance world 
communism. 1990, xvii, 364pp. 

1.Q. AND RACIAL DIFFERENCES (Prof. Henry 
Garrett) £1.00. Clear and concise summary of the 
evidence of racial differences in intelligence and their 
significance in education. 1980, 57pp. 


IS THE DIARY OF ANNE FRANK GENUINE? 
(Robert Faurisson) £2.75. Reprinted from The Journal 
of Historical Review, this is a critical commentary on an 
emotive historical document. 1982, 62pp. 


IS THERE INTELLIGENT LIFE ON EARTH? 
(Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £4.00. An entertaining survey 
of modern fallacies and their charlatan promotors. 1983, 
94pp. 

THE LEMMING FOLK (James Gibb Stuart) £7.95. 
A witty and factual examination of current attitudes and 
intellectual fashions that are threatening our future. 
1980, 246pp. 

LEUCHTER REPORT, THE (Fred A. Leuchter) 
£5.00. The evidence on ‘gas chambers’ by an American 
engineer that rocked the Zundel trial. Leuchter, in 
effect, testified that such installations could not have 
existed in German occupied Europe before or during 
1939-45. 1988, 66pp. 

MONEY BOMB, THE (James Gibb Stuart) £4.25. 
Discusses the failure of our debt-based financial system 
and describes its role in creating inflation. 1983, 158pp. 
NAKED CAPITALIST, THE (W. Cleon Skousen) 
£4.80. A study of the political power and ambitions of 
America’s and the world’s financial capitalists and of 
their link-up with communism. 1970, 144pp. 


NAMELESS WAR, THE (Capt. A.H.M. Ramsay) 
£5.75. An outline of the secret history of the events 
leading up to the Second World War, including inform- 
ation on previous upheavals. The author had the honour 
of being imprisoned without trial for four years during 
World War II, despite his status as a member of parlia- 
ment. Originally published 1952, 128pp. 


NEW UNHAPPY LORDS, THE (A.K. Chesterton) 
£6.00 hardback; £4.00 paperback. An exposure of the 
financial power that seeks to dragoon mankind into a 
global police state. 1972,288pp. 

X OTHER LOSSES (James Bacque) £13.95. Startling 
exposures by a French Canadian writer of the 
maltreatment and deaths suffered by German POWs 
under Eisenhower’s occupying US troops after World 
War II. 1989, 230pp. 

OUT! U.K. IN E.E.C. SPELLS DISASTER (Oliver 
Smedley) £5.00. The political and economic 
consequences of Britain’s membership of the Common 
Market. 1986, 79pp. 

POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.00. A study of the purpose and function of political 
power and the elements which wield it in the present 
century. 1982, 101pp. 

RACE (J.R. Baker) £10.30. The author, a professional 
zoologist for 50 years, provides an objective and 
scholarly account of what race means and how the 
concept has affected human thinking. A specialist book, 
but one of great importance. 1974, 625pp. 

RACE AND POLITICS (H.B. Isherwood) 50p. 
Shows that a sense of racial identity is an essential 
element of nationhood. 1974, 36pp. 


t 


RACE AND REALITY (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
companion volume and supplement to Race and Reason, 
showing how the truth about the race issue has been 
suppressed by interested parties. 1967 (rep. 1977), 
192pp. 

RACE AND REASON (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
plain, unemotional account of the race issue that has 
been an invaluable contribution to the debate ever since 
it was first published. 1961 (rep. 1977), 125pp. 
RACIAL KINSHIP (H.B. Isherwood) 50p. A further 
well-argued presentation of the case for ‘racism’ by the 
author of Race and Politics and Religion and the Racial 
Controversy. 1974, 36pp. 

RED PATTERN OF WORLD CONQUEST (Eric 
Butler) £3.75. A distinguished Australian patriot shows 
that the advance of communism has been assisted by the 
weakness and treachery of western leaders. New ed. 
1985, 115pp. 

RELIGION AND THE RACIAL CONTROVERSY 
(H.B. Isherwood) 50p. Shows that racial integration is 
not ordained by Christianity but that the reverse is true. 
1970, 16pp. 

X SECRET SOCIETIES AND SUBVERSIVE 
MOVEMENTS (Nesta Webster) £7.25. A standard 
authority on the most important secret societies 
undermining civil-isation and Christianity in the 200 


years up to the early 1920s. Reprint of 1924 edition, 


419pp. 

% SABOTAGE AND TORTURE (Barbara Cole) 
£12.00. The story of the framing and maltreatment of 
white airmen in Robert Mugabe’s ‘Zimbabwe’. 1988, 
209pp. 

SIX MILLION RECONSIDERED, THE (W. 
Grimstad) £2.50. Examines not only the ‘holocaust’ but 
other topics involved in the Jewish Question, including 
the exploitation of the ‘anti-semitic? smear. 1977, 
170pp. | 

SPECTRE OF POWER (Malcolm Ross) £6.00. The 


campaigning Canadian schoolteacher describes the 


vendetta against him by a powerful minority. 1987, 
165pp. 

STATE SECRETS (Count. Leon de Poncins) £3.50. 
A study of some little known state documents that throw 
much light on recent history. 1975, 191pp. 


THIS AGE OF CONFLICT (Ivor Benson) £2.50. An 
exposure of the illegitimate power-structures that exist 
in today’s world. 1987, 61pp. 
THOUGHT CRIMES: THE KEEGSTRA CASE 
(Doug Christie) £2.40. The text of Doug Christie’s 
courtroom defence of the persecuted Canadian 
schoolteacher Jim Keegstra. 1986, 34pp. 
TRADITIONALISTS’ ANTHOLOGY (Compiled by 
i Lady Freeman) £9.00. A fascinating 
collection of quotations from a wide variety of writers, 
many of which are of direct relevance to the nationalist 
cause. 1986, 185pp. 


TREASON AT WESTMINSTER (Dr. Kitty Little) 


50p. Text of a memorandum to the Royal Commission 
on Criminal Procedure entitled: Infiltration of the 
Government by members of subversive or criminal 
organisations for the purpose of furthering the interests 
of those organisations. 1979, 24pp. 

% UNCONDITIONAL HATRED Capt. Russell 
Grenfell) £8.00. An exposure of the hate campaign 
against Germany before and during World War II 
conducted by British politicians, together with its 
disastrous consequences. 1953, 273pp. 


UNHOLY ALLIANCE, THE (Patrick Walsh) £2.25. 
A former Canadian undercover police officer exposes 
the dirty tricks employed by communists and Zionists to 
misdirect and destroy patriotic groups and to suppress 
free enquiry. 1986, 34pp. 

USES OF RELIGION, THE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£1.00. Examines the value of religion as a socially 
cohesive force. 1982, 36pp. 

VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50. The 
sequel to the same author’s widely acclaimed The 
Dispossessed Majority. Revised edition 1982, 113pp. 


VICTIM OF THE HOLOCAUST (Hans Peter 
Rullman) £3.50. The story of the framing of John 
Demjanjuk. 1987, 78pp. 

WALL STREET AND THE BOLSHEVIK 
REVOLUTION (Anthony C. Sutton) £4.70. The links 
between Wall Street finance and the Russian Revolution 
are proved beyond all question by an established 
scholar. 1974, 228pp. 

WALL STREET AND THE RISE OF HITLER 
(Anthony C. Sutton) £4.70. A book that has aroused 
considerable controversy among nationalists by its 
suggestion that Hitler had big financial backing from 
Wall Street. The author is an expert on the links 
between finance and politics. Read what he says and 
decide for yourself. 1976, 220pp. 

WAR LORDS OF WASHINGTON (Curtis B. Dall) 
£2.60. In an interview with Anthony J. Hilder, 
Roosevelt’s son-in-law exposes FDR’s responsibility for 
Pearl Harbour. n.d., 45pp. 

WHAT 1992 REALLY MEANS (Dr. Brian Burkitt 
& Mark Baimbridge) £1.50. Two academic economists 
show the dangers to Britain from involvement in the 
Single European Market. A booklet packed with facts 
and figures. 1989, 44pp. 

ZIONIST CONNECTION, THE (Alfred M. 
Lilienthal) £13.00. The second edition of a sensational 
exposure by a non-Zionist Jew of Zionist power 
politics. 1982, 904pp. 

ZIONIST FACTOR, THE (Ivor Benson) £9.75. A 
study of the Jewish presence in 20th century history. 
1986, 216pp. 


ZIONIST TERROR NETWORK, THE £2.00. A 12 


‘page report on the murderous activities in the United 


States of the Jewish Defence League, compiled by the 
staff of the Institute for Historical Review. 


ZUNDEL TRIAL AND FREE SPEECH, THE (Doug 
Christie) £2.25. The defence counsel’s address to the 
jury in the infamous trial in Canada of Ernst Zundel for 
daring to question the holocaust myth. A ringing 
defence of free enquiry and free speech. 1985, 32pp. 


PUBLICITY MATERIAL 


Except where specifically stated, the items 
listed below should be ordered from PO Box 117, 
Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


A New Way Forward 


A summary of the main political objectives of the 
British National Party. 78p post-free. 


Where We Stand 


A new, abridged and bang up-to-date statement of BNP 
policies. Standard information brochure sent to 
enquirers. 28p post-free. 


BNP Election Manifesto 1983 


Booklet outlining the policies on which the British 
National Party fought the 1983 general election. Entitled 
Vote for Britain (23pp). 48p post-free. 


BNP Badges 


British National Party badges with logo in red, white 
and blue. £1.25 post-free. 


BNP Key Rings 
Key rings with attachment bearing BNP logo in red, 
white and blue. £1.75 post-free. 


BNP Cloth Logo 


BNP logo in cloth, also in red, white and blue. Ideal for 
sowing onto anoraks, etc. £1.50 post-free. 


BNP Leaflets 


Immigration: the time to say STOP! Leaflet drawing 
attention to the still large numbers of immigrants 
coming into Britain and calling for repatriation. 
Multi-racial Britain: the experiment that failed. Help 
us end it! Collage of riot photos. 

Gulf War: Moslem threat (new leaflet). This leaflet 
points out how the war in the Middle East has exposed 
big internal divisions in Britain, with many Moslems on 
one side and most of the indigneous population on the 
other — another indicator of the harmful consequences 
of the multi-racial and multi-faith society. 


If we were black... Leaflet drawing attention to special 
favours and privileges granted to ethnic minority groups 


‘by national and local government, and calling on Whites 


— particularly the young — to fight for their rights. 
Hong Kong Chinese: no room here! Leaflet opposing 
Government plan to admit a quarter of a million or 
more Hong Kong Chinese into Britain. 


Violent crime in Britain: the horrifying truth. Deals 
with muggings, rapes and other violent attacks on 
defenceless people, giving examples of specific cases. 
Calls for much tougher treatment of violent criminals. 
Hang child murderers! Very powerful leaflet calling 
for the death penalty for the killers of little children. 
Have you been thrown on the scrapheap by foreign 
imports? This leaflet deals with unemployment and 
explains how vast numbers of British jobs are being 
destroyed by the international free-trade policies of 
successive governments. A brief and concise argument 
for economic nationalism. 

Stand by Ulster! Leaflet supporting Loyalists in 
Northern Ireland and listing BNP policies for the 
province. 

Election warm-up leaflet. This leaflet has been 
prepared specially for areas where the BNP plans to put 
up candidates for elections, whether parliamentary or 
local government. It precedes the final leaflet bearing 


Important 
new BNP 
policy 
booklet 
(Details at 
top of left- 
hand 
column) 


the candidate’s name, and is designed for.‘warm-up’ 
purposes. Based on the ‘Rights for Whites’ theme, it is 
especially valuable for areas where immigration and 
race are a big issue. 


Wake up Scotland! Leaflet specially designed to bring | 
the BNP message to Scotland. 


These leaflets cost £4.50 per 1,000, with postage 
charges of £4.10 for 1,000 and £4.65 for 2,000. 


BNP Posters (large) 

Tomorrow belongs to us! Picture of young couple with | 
Union flags and mountain scene in background. Poster 
is in three colours and measures 17.7in x 24.85in. 
Price: 1-9 copies 30p each, 10-19 copies 26p each; 20- 
49 copies 20p each; 50 copies or over 15p each. 
Postage cost should be estimated on basis of one poster 
weighing app. 12g. 


BNP Posters (medium) 


THREE-COLOUR POSTER 

Hong Kong Chinese: no room here! Poster version of 
leaflet on same theme (advertised in leaflet sppjion): 
Contains photo of crowd of Chinese. 1-9 copies 15p 
each; 10-19 copies 13p each; 20-49 copies 10p each; 50 
copies or over 7'4p each. 

TWO-COLOUR POSTERS 

Multi-racial Britain: the experiment that failed. Help 
us end it! Poster version of leaflet on same theme 
(advertised in leaflet section). Collage of riot photos. 
Oppose the disarmers! Build up our forces! Make 
Britain strong! Photo of Royal Marine in action with 
machine gun. 

She freezes in winter while Third World gets 1,000 
million a year. Put British people before aliens! Photo 
of old lady by unlit fire. 

Support Ulster: smash terrorism. Hang IRA 
murderers! Drawing of man holding hangman’s rope 
with wife and youngster and flag in background. 
Protect British jobs: ban imports! Special unemploy- 
ment poster with photo of Japanese cars coming off 
boat. 

Protect our women and old folk: stamp out muggers! 
Drawing of mugging gang. 


Contd. overleaf 
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BRITISH NATIONALIST 


British Nationalist is a tabloid published 
in support of the British National Party, 
normally on a monthly basis. Sample 
copies will be sent on receipt of 48p 
(covering p&p). Subscription for 12 
issues is £6.00 (British Isles) or £8.25 
(overseas surface mail). Bulk rates are 
as follows:- 


10 copies £2.80 + 93p post 
25 copies £6.60 + £3.15 post 
50 copies £12.00 + £4.10 post 
100 copies £21.00 + £4.65 post 
150 copies £30.00 + £5.35 post 
200 copies £36.00 + £6.25 post 
300 copies £50.40 + £7.80 post 
400 copies £66.00 + £7.80 post 


500 copies £78.00 by Roadline 


Cheques/postal orders to British Nat- 
ionalist, PO Box 117, Welling, Kent 
DA16 3DW. Please keep orders and 
enquiries concerning British Nationalist 
entirely separate from other corres- 
pondence in order to avoid confusion 
and delay. 


What’s happened to free speech? Drawing of white 
man with gag. Caption draws attention to state 
oppression and imprisonment of those who protest 
against immigrant invasion. 

Support White South Africa! This slogan in large 
white letters on blue background. 

Prices of two-colour medium-sized posters: 1-9 copies 
12p each; 10-19 copies 10p each; 20-49 copies 8p each; 
50 copies or over 6p each. 

Medium-sized posters measure 12.6in x 17. 7in. Postage 
costs should be estimated on basis of one poster 
weighing app. 6g. 


BNP Stickers (two-colour) 


t subversion: smash communism! 
Put British people before aliens! (same as poster) 


Start repatriation! 

Make Britain strong! (same as poster) 

Ban imports! (same as poster) 

Stamp out muggers! (same as poster) 

Hang IRA murderers! (same as poster) 

Protect our young from child murderers: bring back 

the rope! : 

Scrap the Anglo-Irish Agreement: Keep Ulster 
British! 

Love the White Race: protect its future! 


_ Abortion is child murder: make it illegal! 


Protect us from AIDS: outlaw homosexuality! 
Hong Kong Chinese: no room here! 

Stickers measure 3.5in x 2.5in. They are available in 
gummed-backed or self-adhesive form, each containing 
BNP name and address and logo in red, white and blue. 
Gummed-back stickers cost £4 per 1,000 or 40p per 
100. Self-adhesive stickers cost £1.50 per 100. Postage 
costs 34p per 100. 


BNP Stickers (single-colour) 

Rights for Whites 

Stop immigration! Start repatriation! 
(Oblong stickers in red on white background) 


BNP Circular sticker (two colour) 

Vote BNP. In red, white and blue with full name and 
address. 

The two foregoing stickers are self-adhesive and are 
priced at: Roll of 60 for £1 plus 18p p&p. 


BNP Oblong sticker (two-colour) 


Union Jack and BNP logo. Red, white and blue self- 
adhesive sticker 314" x 21⁄4" with logo in top right-hand 
corner of flag. Roll of 70 for £1 plus 18p p&p. 


BNP Recordings 


Rally °91. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 12th 1991. Hear and see speeches 
by Steve Tyler, Scott McLean, Ken Henderson, Eddy 
Butler, Tony Wells, Dr. Donald Clarke, Richard 
Edmonds and John Tyndall. 

Rally °90. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 13th 1990. Hear and see speeches 
by David Bruce, Steve Cartwright, John Peacock, Karl 
Philipp, Tony Wells, Steve Smith, Richard Edmonds 
and John Tyndall. 

Rally °89. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 14th 1989. Hear and see speeches 
by Mark Wilson, John Peacock, Gus McLeod, Tony 


Morgan, David Bruce, Harry Mullin, Richard Edmonds 
and John Tyndall. 


Rally °87. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 31st 1987. Hear and see speeches 
by Ronald Rickcord, Ian Sloan, Gus McLeod, Dr. Peter 
Peel, Richard Edmonds, Stanley Clayton-Garnett, David 
Bruce and John Tyndall. 


Videos cost £12.00 plus 93p p&p. 


Rally ’82. Sound recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 16th 1982, the theme of which was 
‘Unite and fight for Britain’s future’. Speeches by 
Charles Parker and John Tyndall. 

Tyndall S I. Two studio talks: (1) ‘Our Anglo- 
Saxon heritage’; (2) ‘Britain’s economic crisis’. 
Tyndall Speaks II. Two studio talks: (1) ‘The case for 
nationalism’; (2) “Tragedy of the 20th century’ (about 
World War ID. 

Tyndall Speaks III. Two studio talks: (1) ‘Why we 
must repatriate’; (2) ‘Foundations of the national 
community’. 

Tyndall Speaks IV. Two studio talks: (1) ‘The way to 
full employment’; (2) ‘The racial time-bomb’. 


Recordings are on audio-cassette and cost £3.50 plus 
34p p&p. 


Allied publications 

We recommend the following three publications which, 
although not connected with the British National Party, 
reflect a broadly similar viewpoint on national and 
international issues:- 


CANDOUR 

British views letter, founded by A.K. Chesterton to 
defend national sovereignty against the menace of inter- 
national finance. Subscription (UK) £8.00 per year. 


Obtainable from: Forest House, Liss Forest, Hants. 
GU33 7DD. 


BEHIND THE NEWS 

Highly informative newsletter edited by Ivor Benson. 
Enquiries from UK, Europe or Australasia to: PO Box 
29, Sudbury, Suffolk CO10 6EF. From North America 
to: PO Box 130, Flesherton, Ontario NOC 1F0, Canada. 
From South Africa to: PO Box 1564, Krugersdorp 
1740. Behind the News is a ‘must’ for your reading 
table. 


THE TRUTH AT LAST 


Hard-hitting paper for American and other white race 
patriots. Sample copy for £1.00. Write to: PO Box 
1211, Marietta, Georgia 30061, U.S.A. 


IDEAL CHRISTMAS PRESENT! 


IF you’re wondering what to buy members of 
your family or very close friends for a Christ- 
mas present, how about the latest BNP video, 
Rally ’91, the film of the BNP Annual Rally in 
London in October. To boost this and other 


video sales, BNP Recordings have brought the 
price down to £12 plus 93p p&p. Apart from 
seasonal gifts, this latest video is superb party 
propaganda. Cash with orders to BNP Record- 
ings, PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


ELECTION FUND 


THE GENERAL ELECTION is 
now not far away and in conse- 
quence the task of raising money 
for the British National Party to 
fight the election must begin in 
earnest. 


£219.00 has been 
received in donations to 
the BNP Election Fund in 
the last month, bringing 
the total raised to 
£1,477.40. This leaves 
£3,522.60 still to be 


£5,000 


£4,000 


The BNP Election Fund was 
launched to finance the running of 
the election campaign at national 
level — as distinct from that which 


must be raised locally to finance 


each campaign. 

A target figure of £5,000 for 
the Fund has now been set. We 
will give regular reports of 
progress in pursuing this sum. 
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raised to reach the Fund’s £3,000 
target of £5,000. 

This Fund has now 
become the top financial 
priority for the coming 
months. All donations 
should be marked 
‘Election Fund’ and sent 
to: BNP, PO Box 117, 
Welling, Kent DA16 
3DW. 


£2,000 
£1,000 


Zero 


RALLY ‘91 


Video-recording of the 
British National Party Annual 
Rally, October 12th 1991 


Hear:- 

STEVE TYLER (Chairman) 
SCOTT McLEAN 
KEN HENDERSON 

EDDY BUTLER 
TONY WELLS 
Dr. DONALD CLARKE 
RICHARD EDMONDS 
JOHN TYNDALL 


BNP Recordings, PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW 


Tony Wells jailed 


TONY WELLS, the well-known BNP activ-. ` 


ist, was sentenced last month to a three-year 
term of imprisonment after being found 
guilty of actual bodily harm following an 
alleged incident reported by an opponent of 
the party in Ilford some months ago. Tony 
pleaded not guilty to the charge and is 
appealing against conviction. 

At the present time he is in Wandsworth 
Prison in South London. We feel sure that 
many readers would like to write to him. 
We expect also that he would be pleased to 
receive some books and other reading 
material. Would those communicating with 
him please note, however, that he cannot 
reply personally, as he is only allowed a 
limited number of outgoing letters and these 
must be reserved for his wife and family. 
‘His thanks to all concerned will be passed 
on through Spearhead. 

In writing to Tony, please address all 
communications to him using his non-party 
name of Tony Le Comber. His full address 
is: MW 3941 Le Comber, A., HMP Wands- 
worth, Heathfield Road, Wandsworth, 
London SW18 3HS. 


Tony Wells, 
seen here 
speaking at the 
| London rally in 
October. 


BNP subs soon due! 
BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY head office 
has asked us to remind all readers who are 
also BNP members that their 1992 subs- 
criptions will be due at the beginning of the 
“new year. Subs are still £12 a year (with 50 
per-cent reductions for OAPs and students if 
desired). Please send these early, as it makes 
everything easier for headquarters staff. 


Commission on foreign cheques: We remind all 
overseas readers that an extra £5.50 banker’s 
commission should be added to all remittances 
paid to us by cheque in non-Sterling currencies. 


Official video of Rudolf Hess memorial 
march/demonstration 1991. See BNP activ- 
ists in action with fellow European nation- 
alists. Only available from ‘UFC’ for £10. 
Send to BCM 4161, London WC1N 3XX. 


Racial Loyalty: A forthright newspaper for 
the survival and advancement of the White 


Race. Please send 25 US dollars by banker's, 
International Money Order for one year’s 


subscription via surface mail or 35 US 
dollars via air mail to: COTC, PO Box 400, 
Otto, NC 28763, U.S.A. 


Contact your local party unit 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY is organised into active units extending over most of the 


NORTH WEST LONDON 

BM Box 3958, London WCIN 3XX 
EAST LONDON 

PO Box 300, Emma Street, Hackney, 
London E2 7BZ 


HILLINGDON 
PO Box 275, Uxbridge, 
Middlesex UB10 8XU 


SOUTH WEST LONDON 
BCM Box 5103, London WC1N 3XX 


SOUTH EAST LONDON 
PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW 


EPPING FOREST 
PO Box 12, Loughton, Essex IG10 2DN 


WEST KENT 
PO Box 48, Tonbridge TN11 9JF 


EAST KENT 
73 Shirkoak Park, Ashford TN26 3QP 


SUFFOLK 
2 Albert Road, Framlingham 


NORFOLK 
9 Johnson Place, Norwich NR2 2SA 


MILTON KEYNES 
PO Box 811, Bradwell Common, 
Milton Keynes, Bucks. MK13 8YZ 


DEVON 
PO Box 1, Torrington EX38 8HQ 


SOUTH WALES 
PO Box 214, Cardiff CF3 9YB 


BIRMINGHAM 

PO Box 771, Great Barr, 

Birmingham B44 9LZ 
STOKE-ON-TRENT 

PO Box 312, Hanley, Staffs. ST1 OSG 
LEICESTER © 

PO Box 148, Leicester LE3 2YD 
PETERBOROUGH 


PO Box 211, Peterborough, Cambs. 
PE3 8JE 


NOTTINGHAM 
PO Box 2, Carlton, Nottingham NG4 3EQ 


areas of the United Kingdom. Below we give a list of the main units:- 


WEST NOTTS. 
PO Box 5, Eastwood, Notts. NG16 3RN 


NEWARK 
PO Box 5, Newark, Notts. NG24 3LD 


LIVERPOOL 
PO Box 116, Liverpool L69 1SH 


MERSEYSIDE 

PO Box 241, Liverpool L69 7JS 
MANCHESTER & SALFORD 
PO Box 16, Salford M6 SEP 


ROCHDALE 
PO Box 156, Rochdale, Lancs. OL77 5LG 


OLDHAM 


PO Box 10, Oldham, Lancs. OL8 2WW 


LEEDS 
PO Box BR10, Bramley, Leeds 13 


BRADFORD 
PO Box 6, Thornton, Bradford BD13 3QF 


HUDDERSFIELD 
PO Box A43, Huddersfield HD1 4NN 


WAKEFIELD 

PO Box 26, Wakefield WF2 9YT 
DEWSBURY 

PO Box 32, Dewsbury WF12 0YU 
HALIFAX 

PO Box 133, Halifax HX3 6HB 
DARLINGTON 

PO Box 61, Darlington, 

Co. Durham DL3 9RD 

TYNE & WEAR 

PO Box 8, South Shields, NE33 1LP 
EDINBURGH 

PO Box 719, Edinburgh EH4 2SR 
GLASGOW 

PO Box 85, Glasgow G3 8UL 
PAISLEY 

PO Box 72, Paisley PA2 OBH 


DUNDEE 
PO Box 161, Dundee DD1 9YR 


The BNP also has units in Richmond-on-Thames, Merton, Redbridge, Barking & Dagen- 
ham, Isle of Sheppey, Watford, Gloucestershire, Bristol, Hertfordshire, Bedford, Stour- 
bridge, Stoke-on-Trent, Walsall, Derby, Chesterfield, Grantham, Bolton & Bury, Warrington, 
Blackpool, Batley, Hull, York, Tees-side, Sunderland, Stirling & Alloa, Fife, Cumbernauld, 
Greenock, Lanarkshire, Ayr, Cumnock (Ayrshire), Aberdeen, Inverness and Portadown (N. 
Ireland). If you want to make contact with any of these units, or start a new unit, please write 
to BNP Head Office at PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 
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MAJOR BACKS 


WORLD TYRANNY | 
(Contd. from page 14) 


embryo, the United Nations Organisation 
was set up in 1945 just as Soviet and 
American forces, with Britain in tow, were 
putting the finishing touches to their devas- 
tation of Europe. Its first Secretary General, 
Alger Hiss, later turned out to be a Soviet 
agent. He got the job by way of his many 
friends in high places in President Roose- 
velt’s communist-riddled régime. Since then, 
the UN’s bias and mode of operation in 
practice have been fully in keeping with its 
tainted background as the bastard spawn of 
internationally-minded leftist revolutionaries 
and manipulators. But this has not stopped it 
being backed as a future world authority by 
our Conservative Prime Minister and his 
opposite numbers at the head of the West’s 
leading nations. 

Quite the contrary in fact. Mr. Major 
wants naval units to be set aside to enforce 
trade sanctions against any state the UN 
decides to outlaw. He seems to have in mind 
the use, at UN diktat, of the Royal Navy 
back in the 1960s and 1970s as a blockading 
force against Rhodesia. 

This orderly and civilised white-ruled 


country had been declared a ‘‘threat to- 


world peace” after proclaiming its indep- 
endence from Britain as a means of staving 
off the advent of black ‘majority rule’, 
which the British Government of the time 
was out to impose. 


The blockade, set up in an effort to starve © 


Britain’s Rhodesian blood kindred into 
handing over the land they had built up from 
a wilderness to savage black Marxist terror- 
ists, was lifted only when Mr. Major’s 
predecessor, Mrs. Thatcher, rounded off the 
latter process just over a decade ago. 


FORCED SURRENDER 
TO TERRORISM 

Equally revealing of the UN’s bias and 
methods of action was its earlier “peace- 
keeping’ operation in the Congo in the early 
1960s. A United Nations ‘peace force’ was 
sent to make sure that the Belgians, who had 
run the territory until then, handed over 
power to tin-pot red terrorist dictator Patrice 
‘Lumumba. This ‘peacekeeping’ operation 
rapidly turned into genocide as some of the 
African ‘peacekeepers’ in the UN force took 


Send 30p for information pack to:- 
P.O. BOX 117 


WELLING 
KENT DA16 3DW 


(Telephone enquiries to 081 316 4721) 
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advantage of the situation to go on an orgy 
of rape, torture and massacre against every 
European then still resident in the Congo 
whom they could lay their hands on. 

In the case of both the Congo and 
Rhodesia it was the voice of the Afro-Asian 
bloc in the United Nations General 
Assembly that called the tune. Today, as 
then, this body is dominated by its built-in 
majority of backward ‘Third World’ states, 
each of whose votes is equal to that of 
Britain, the United States or any other 
advanced white member nation. If we accept 
the UN-dominated ‘international order’ that 
Mr. Major favours, then who is to say that 
this world body might not one day style us 
a ‘maverick’ nation and a ‘‘threat to world 
deprived of their ‘rights’? Might we not then 
be set upon, like Iraq, by a multi-national 
force under UN direction? And might it not 


even end up with the streets of London, 
Birmingham and other cities being patrolled 
by a Congo-style ‘peacekeeping force’ made 
up of armed Jamaicans, Bangladeshis or 


Chinese in UN colours? 


Far fetched? Maybe. But if we want to 
keep it that way we should oppose Mr. 
Major’s ideas for a ‘new international order’ - 
like the plague. Vast changes to our disad- | 
vantage. that few could ever have imagined 
have already happened in a very small 
number of years during this century. 

For all the seductive talk of ‘peace’ that 
the one-worlders use to back up their drive 
for power, Mr. Major’s proposals can only 
end up in what for us, and all white peoples, 
would be worldwide tyranny. It is for us to 
restore, preserve and cherish our national, 
sovereignty and independence from any sort 
of global control — at all costs! 


| Are you a candidate tor o _ - 
THE WELLING CL UB: > 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY has reached a stage of its development at a g 
there beckon to it enormous possibilities for growth and expansion. The problem at _ 
3 the moment is that for it to exploit these Aco Pave more money is nested. 


| the: party is anxious io pursue. 


Recently, the party leadership has been exploring new ways to increase 
party 3 s revenue. As a result, the Welling Club has been formed. 


| who areina position, and who wish, to contribute a regular sum of money to finance 
the porty í over and e above that. which is payaklo `y aranan member’ s Subscription 


pangs donations, which | may or may not be gi Lat 
Membership of the Welling Club is open to those able and willing to guarantee a 
regular donation to the British National Party of £20 a month. — 
To be a member of the Welling Club, it is not necessary to be a card-carrying 


member of the British National Party. 


in return for their £20 monthly contributions to the BNP, members of the Welling _ 
Club will receive regular bulletins containing important news of party development _ 
of a kind not normally reported publicly. In other words, they will be kept abreast of — 
what the party is doing with the additional financial resources which their cont 


utions will provide. 


in addition to this, there will be a once-yearly dinner to which members of the € 
will be invited free of charge, which will be addressed by the party Chairman. __ 
_ Those who wish to become members of the Welling Club should write to: The — 
_ Welling Club, PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW, enclosing their first monthly _ 
contribution of £20. To facilitate subsequent monthly contributions, a system o 
payment by banker's order is available. Details of this will be provided on receipt 


applications and initial payments. 


, To give a lead to others, the Chairman c of the BNP, Mr. John Tyndall, has enl 
_ as the first and founding member of the Welling Club. We hope ti that those y wi a 


follow t this load will ll promptly do o sol 
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